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'Sanctuary' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

'Cipolin' wrote:
>I think 'Sanctuary' understood what I was saying from his 
>response to me.

Yes, I did, thank you :-) I will try and remember the friendship
I have received here and remain as open and honest as I
can. I have been very grateful to have at least ONE place
where I can let my true thoughts and feelings be known.
Someone who were to read the archives would learn a
great deal about how I think and what I have been through.

'Sanctuary'
-----------------------------------------------------------------


'Beamish' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Well all, I am not gone after all. Thank you Ianthe, for allowing
me to calm down a bit before you actually deleted me from the list.
You know how paranoid I can be. Thank you also to 'Caxton,
'Tr'Pakh', and 'Florian' for their show of support. 'Florian', I
did end up using BCWipe to delete any 'sensitive' files from my
drive, and to wipe the free space. I also cleared my 'recent
documents' list, something I will make a habit of doing nightly! I
also erased all my temp files and folders. (I didn't realize that
Windows puts so much temp junk on the computer!) But I don't intend
on having any more pictoral material, at least of the nude child
kind, on my computer anytime soon.

Now a little update. My computer indeed *was* seized by the local
law enforcement, as I expected. However, due to the fact that I had
already wiped my disk, they found nothing. (Someone somewhere
*must* love me!) So, I was not charged with anything, I was not
even arrested, nor was I evicted from my apartment. (It was a block
handman man who stumbled across the objectionable folder and
filenames.)

After that ordeal was over, I thought to myself, it would be
absolutely stupid to stay away from supportive people such as all
of you, and the few others I have met on-line. The last I heard
on-line free speech *was* still protected in the US. So, here I am,
a little wiser, and at great relief that I am not in jail at the
moment.

Again, everyone, I want to thank you all, especially Ianthe, for
keeping me on the ASGL-L "roster", and for being my friends. Who
could ask for more. Well, except for perhaps a pretty little girl
to love? *SMILE*

'Beamish'
--------------------------------------------------------------



'Cipolin' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------

Hi all - 

Someone about a week ago mentioned the new Australian film 'Amy'. 
You can find a review of it here:
http://www.urbancinefile.com.au/scripts/cinefile/Reviews.idc?Article_ID=1454

see also:
http://www.urbancinefile.com.au/scripts/cinefile/Features.idc?Article_ID=1460

--

'Andre' wrote:
>0: Possibly without any girls at all

>*: Probably not worth watching
>**: Rather bad

As you're highlighting the highlights are you ever going 
to need these categories? :)

Regards,

'Cipolin'
-----------------------------------------------------------------



'GL7' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Greetings from 'GL7':

'Simon' wrote: 
>Why aren't you allowed to communicate with Kim anymore? I
>have not read anything about that. (Or did I forget it?)

Kim has been forbidden to communicate with me for about a year now,
which makes it about impossible for me to contact her. I am not sure why
her mom has done this. I can only speculate. I suspect that mom thinks
the relationship is "unhealthy." I will stay away from her neighborhood
until I am welcome once again. I had a 40 minute phone conversation a
year ago and it's on tape. Mom did not utter a single word against me
during that call. I also talked with KIm during the call, so I can
listen to her precious little voice any time I wish, as I did today. But
I think it's time for me to move on with my life. Two days ago I saw a
perfect little girl in a waiting room. She was wearing a cute little
T-shirt and shorts. In my mind I pretended that she was my daughter and
that she was all mine. I never thought of her in a sexual way. I didn't
have to. We exchanged smiles for a long time. Her name is Courtney and I
turned the TV on to Nickelodeon for her. We couldn't stop smiling at
each other. I hate to say it, but she was even more attractive than Kim.
I asked Courtney if she was seven and she said, "Yes."  I'm very good at
guessing little girls' ages, because little girls are my hobby and I'll
never tire of them. They are God's most perfect creation. I wish
estrogen never existed. It destroys little girls. Why are they cursed by
growing up to be estrogen-filled bitches? Maybe little girls should be
spayed (:-) when they turn eight so they won't produce estrogen, which
turns their wonderful clear-thinking logical brains into muddled brains.
They lose that precious uninhibited sweetness when the hormones kick in.

When I get to Heaven, I want to work with little girls in some way,
probably teaching them and playing with them and getting to know as many
as possible. I guess for now it's "Goodbye, Kim. I hope we can get
together in a year or two when I have a wife or sigoth (significant
other). Maybe mom will then trust me not to "molest" you. Even though
she swears that she doesn't believe we did anything sexual, sometimes I
think she has a suspicion that we "fooled around." Maybe that's why I'm
no longer welcome. Oh, well, God doesn't close one door without opening
another. I'm sure there's another "Kim"  in my future, maybe four or
five or six or seven years old. I hope, I hope. Please God, send me
another precious gem, and I thank you with all my heart for giving me  a
year of Paradise with Kim. I have much to be grateful for. Oops, a
preposition is the wrong word to end a sentence with (:-).

'GL7'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Dragon' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

I am a new subcriber and want to introduce myself and say hi to other 
new subcribers 'O',  'Misty Vain', 'Caxton', and 'Freddy'. 'Dragon is
not my real name either!

To 'Caxton',
I think a lot of us have had similar experiences. When we reach teenage 
years and realize our interest in girls' ages did not grow up with us.
Many of us have younger siblings, and when you live in the same house, 
sexual interests do devolop. I have had similar experiences. I will 
write more later.

'Dragon'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Freddy' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi everyone.

I read the most recent newsletter with interest, especially the rather
long! passage by 'Tr'Pak', which I have to say I mostly agree with. We
live in a world in which control is the ultimate and most people are
brainwashed from birth by the media etc. We think we are free, but in
fact we are only as free as we are allowed to be. If we show anything
outside the so-called norm, then we are ostracized. Personally I do not
believe child-lovers will ever be accepted into the societies which
currently exist in the western world. I cannot speak for the rest. I
could go on...

Another thing i feel is the ridiculous way in which some laws are
designed which refer to 'sexual stimulation' etc. But what is so-called
sexual abuse anyway? If I am with a child and I stroke her on the cheek
and this stimulates me, is this an offence? (If it isn't it probably will
be soon). This has always amused me because I can think what I like and
my imagination is quite good.

I have known many children, as I have been involved in various youth and
children's groups, and formed many close relationships. Two things here -
I find that when an 'outside' adult forms a relationship with any child,
the parents often become jealous. That to me is the root of many
problems. If your child loves me, they [may be more demonstrable with me 
than they are with the parents, at least in public], and "we can't have 
that". Sexual motivations are just an excuse to end the relationship. 
How can anyone possibly know what I think? And besides why can't these 
people trust their own child's judgment. Or perhaps that is the point. 
And by now I've forgotten the second point. Thank goodness I hear you say!

Anyway that's enough for just now!

'Freddy'
---------------------------------------------------------------------



'J-Fot' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------

I haven't written for quite a while. I had other things
to do (and I still am in the middle of belated exam
duties), but I have been following the postings
carefully nonetheless.

I just wanted to thank 'Desire' for the translation of
that diary of the 16 yo girl. Great work, 'Desire'. I
certainly look forward to seeing it on-line in its
entirety if it ever makes to the web.

It made me think about whether I should tell my parents
after all. Unlike others, my parents are quite open
minded (whatever that means) and I think they would
listen and would understand at last, but one never
knows. I have no problems with not being sincere to
them in this regard, so I guess it would only be an
unnecessary risk to tell them at the moment. Perhaps
later, when I'm living on my own.

My brother knows about me, on the other hand. We don't
talk about it much, so I'm not sure what he thinks of
it; perhaps he doesn't take me quite seriously, but he
evidently knows that there is at least a little
something to it. He most definitely knows that I am
attracted to children, but I'm not sure whether he
understands the whole image. He occasionally makes
remarks when I'm watching something that has little
girls in it or when he catches me looking at kids through 
my window. He hasn't given me reason to "educate" him yet, 
and I'm not starting myself. But maybe I should. He is a
philosopher and an Aquarius/Scorpio more so, so I am
quite sure he would not condemn me right away. 

It started like this:

I have had quite a few pictures of children in my room,
partly "little-girlized" computer with wallpapers that
I change pretty often and I have started to express
unusual interest in my 8 yo cousin. Someone who is as
perceptive as he is couldn't but notice. 

It was when I changed my wallpaper again. I guess it
were the Olsens. When he noticed, he said: "What's
these new kids again? I guess you are some little
pedophile of ours."

"Yes, that I am." I replied.

He was a little surprised and then he said: "And even
bold enough to admit that." 

That was the end of it and we didn't talk about that
anymore. Later when I was watching a TV show he came
and asked what I was watching and whether it had any
children in it. I said no, that it had no children in
it and that I'm not watching everything just because of
children. Then I admitted that I sometimes watch movies
because little girls star in them, but that this was
not the case. 

Just yesterday I caught a fragment of a Czech children's 
TV film which had two absolutely stunning beauties for 
protagonists (a blonde who was about 13 and a 10 yo 
dark-haired one.) It definitely lit my day.

Greetings to all and big welcome to the new.

'J-Fot'
-----------------------------------------------------------------


ends
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Press and web cuttings round-up:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

* Porn laws in UK - "no change" says government.
* Minister defends photo book
* Snippets of statistics
* Gay porn on House of Lords website
* UNESCO meeting
* Net censorship a possible Tory election platform ?
* Book notes
* Girl-love is...
* Tight training bras may cause disease
* yet another serious IE4 browser security bug
* Operation Cathederal

-----------------------------------------------------------------




* "There is no intention to change the existing laws on
* obscenity," said a Government spokesman...
-----------------------------------------------------------------

THE biggest misconception about pornography is that it is
illegal. If you are using your browser to download hardcore
material, you are not breaking the obscenity laws and not
likely to be raided provided a) it is not Category II
material or stronger and b) you are not distributing or
displaying it to others. The ISP is breaking no laws,
provided it does not store material itself, which would be
deemed illegal in the UK and removes other offensive
content on request.

The heart of anti-pornography legislation is the Obscene
Publications Acts of 1959. Cases of child pornography are
usually prosecuted under the Child Protection Act (1978),
and the Cinematographic Films Act (1937) comes in handy on
the rare occasions animals are involved. The OPA definition
of obscenity as "if, when taken as a whole, it has a
tendency to deprave and corrupt a significant proportion of
those likely to see it" is so vague that the police
concentrate on so-called Category II material, which
specifically covers images of sexual violence and is
enforced roughly equally on all media. The looser
definition, however, is interpreted differently by
different bodies. A videotape, for instance, may not show
the male erection except in the special R18 category.     

R18, the one concerted attempt to broaden the range of
permissible video material was recently deemed a failure by
the BBFC because so few sex-shops were being licensed to
carry it and stronger illegal material was available 
elsewhere. However this, and the hardcore material being 
openly sold on the internet, does not seem to be swaying 
the Home Office.
 
"There is no intention to change the existing laws on
obscenity," said a Government spokesman. "The act does
present the police with certain problems, but it is also
moves with the times and reflects public opinion about
obscenity. What better test is there than to leave it to a
jury to decide what may or may not corrupt?"     

-----------------------------------------------------------



Snippets from the web, Sept 98:
-------------------------------------------------------------


Minister defends photo art book
    
POLICE investigating a book celebrating the work of Robert
Mapplethorpe, the photographer of nudes and flowers, are 
wasting their time, a minister said yesterday.

Jeff Rooker, the minister for food safety, said
Mapplethorpe, which has sold 5,500 copies in Britain, was a
"serious piece of artistic work".  The book, which was published 
in 1992, is being investigated by West Midlands police under 
the Obscene Publications Act.

Officers confiscated a copy from the library of the
University of Central England. Mr Rooker said he had read a
copy after ordering it from the Commons library. He said:
"I am a bit surprised the Crown Prosecution Service has not
yet thrown the whole thing out."

--

In Australia, a confidential 1997 National Crime Authority
report in 1997 identified 5,000 pedophiles nationally ...

--

"The UK's National Criminal Intelligence Service ("NCIS") 
Paedophile Section has spent 53,027 (1995-96) and 61,672 
(1996-97) on gathering information on all forms of 
paedophile activity."

... "only five or six police forces in the country [UK] 
have in-house internet expertise"

--
 
A pornographic picture has appeared on the House of Lords'
website on the Internet.
 
Lord Dunleath told the Lords he had called up the site to
gain details about the Criminal Justice (Terrorism and
Conspiracy) Bill - and "the first thing I am afraid I found
was a rather distasteful picture of almost naked young teens
disporting themselves.
 
"This obviously was the wrong place," he said in second
reading debate on the anti-terrorism measure.

--

Officials and experts on child pornography will meet at 
the Paris headquarters of UNESCO next January to
discuss world-wide action against pedophilia on the
Internet, the United Nations agency said on Thursday.

The meeting will bring together police, experts in the
problem of child prostitution and anti-pedophilia groups
such as those created in Belgium after the sex killings of
minors there, the United Nations Educational, Scientific
and Cultural Organization said in a statement.

--

It is the custom in Japan for children to sleep with
their parents, usually until around the age of seven or eight.

--

There are many who feel Britain has had outdated obscenity
laws for too long. It is a dubious morality that says
sexual intercourse on film is liable to corrupt, but
slicing a man's ear off will not. It was the Church of
England's own suggestion of relaxing censorship of
non-violent erotica that has led to the licensing of sex
shops since the late 1970s. However, the Government is
unlikely to risk fighting a cause with virtually no public
support. Its choice is either to ignore the evidence or
consider draconian measures against ISPs to fundamentally
restrict access to the world wide web - a policy not unlike
the one used in the early 1990s to prevent electronics
companies marketing satellite decoders for hardcore TV
channels. This would be a technical and legal nightmare to
achieve; offensive URLs have a habit of moving as soon as
you bar them and extra pressure on ISPs could force them
offshore, destroying the only regulation we have. It would,
however, make a perfect election platform and receive
massive support from the tabloid press. If Labour does not
adopt it, the Conservatives surely will. 

--

http://www.lyrics.ch  Lyrics.com - the lyrics to 30,000
sonds, should you with to search it by keyword for
girl songs.

--

The current September 98 issue of Living Marxism (#113)
has an excellent long article on parental fears
and the industry that has grown up around catering/
feeding these, _Robbing Kids Of Their Childhood And 
Teaching Parents To Panic_.  There is also an exemplary
analysis called _How Child Protection Can Destroy
Families_, and an analysis of how the presuppositions
around false memory linger on even after they and
all their props have been demolished by official 
reports, _Whatever Happened To False Memory_.

Plus there is a book listed in a publisher's ad:

Friedlander, Jennifer.  _Moving Pictures - Where
the police, the press and the art image meet._
Sheffield Hallam University.  England, 1998.
ISBN 0 86339 8170.

------------------------------------------------------------


 
                 --===girl love is... ===--
------------------------------------------------------------

[ Found on a web-site: ]

                      Girl Love Is...

 * treating all girls with respect

 * hugging your girlfriends and being there for them

 * protecting each other and providing a feeling of safety
   when we walk down the street or go out

 * making space where women/girls feel unthreatened and
   unintimidated

 * talking about abuse when no one else will listen

 * making other girls feel unafraid to eat in public or
   around others

 * making other girls feel comfortable in their bodies

 * being kind to your mom and not expecting her to wait on
   you

 * not judging women/girls on their looks and/or hating
   them for being pretty

 * not competing for boys' attention

 * not looking/acting dumb on purpose so boys will like you

 * not picking your new boyfriend over your old girlfriends

 * calling people on their shit, including your girlfriends
   - because it helps us to stay aware of things we do that are
   fucked up and things we need to change

 * not feeling homophobic around your girlfriends and
   refusing to touch them

 * learning and teaching each other how to do stuff and be
   active

 * screaming in public

 * knowing that girls can do anything boys can do

 * stopping jealousy

 * realizing that girls who have sex aren't "sluts" or bad
   and respecting their sexual choices as something that you
   might not understand or have any business speculating about

 * being pro-choice

 * knowing that you are connected to all girls and the way
   you view yourself is related to their self-image as well

 * sharing resources with other girls

 * helping each other see our beauty and build our own
   culture around what we see 

 * wearing make-up and tight clothes because we want to

 * being sexy and powerful

 * being honest and straight-forward with your girlfriends
   - because mind-games suck and keep us divided

 * talking about our feelings

 * holding hands

 * feeling okay about being naked around each other 

 * having sex and making out and liking it

 * understanding that girls that we may not like are
   people, too and are affected by the same institutions that
   affect all of us

 * not letting the words "slut", "whore", "bitch", etc. 
   be used as insults against us

 * refusing to let companies prey on our insecurities in
   order to get our money (how many times have you bought some
   low-fat diet shit because you feel insecure about your body
   or bought make-up to hide your face that you think isn't
   pretty?)

 * trying to understand how oppression and the status quo
   work and how we fit into it

 * reclaiming our customs and rituals (hanging out in the
   bathroom, slumber parties, shopping, petting, the color 
   pink, whatever we fucking want)

 * self-love and teaching other girls how to do it better

----------------------------------------------------------



Sept 98 USA:
----------------------------------------------------------

_From Shallow Breathing to ... Breast Cancer? _
_Bras May Be a Health Hazard _

Remember your first bra? OK, so it was just a tad
utilitarian-looking, maybe even downright ugly. But 
as we grew, we turned bras into a vital part of our 
wardrobe, bringing new meaning to the saying, "Don't
leave home without it." 

Certainly not a hazard to your health, right? 

Researchers at the British School of Osteopathy in London
have found that fashion bras (anything designed to push up
and push out) and sports or training bras constrict women's 
and girl's rib cage expansion by nearly two inches.

That, says lead author Charlotte Wightman, puts stress
on bones and muscles, which can cause a host of health
problems, including breathing difficulties, neck pain and
irritable bowel syndrome. 

While the study was too small to be considered
conclusive - they tried out different bras on just 30
women - Wightman says women should think about the impact
their bras have on their bodies and the bodies of their
pubescent girls.

This isn't the first time bras have been attacked for 
their ill health effects. 

Three years ago, medical anthropologists Sidney Ross
Singer and Soma Grismaijer surveyed 4,700 women and
concluded - to the dismay of most medical doctors and 
cancer researchers - that the odds of getting breast cancer
dramatically increased the longer women wore bras. 

A survey of 4,700 women showed that those who had breast
cancer were also the ones who reported wearing their bras
for more than 12 hours a day.

Their theory: The cinching effect of bras on the body
suppressed the lymphatic system below the armpits,
blocking an internal network of vessels that's supposed to
flush toxic wastes from the body. Over time, these toxins
accumulate in the breast tissues and create an environment
in which cells can turn cancerous.

Their conclusion, which was published in the book
*Dressed to Kill*: There is a 125-fold difference in cancer
rates between bra-free breasts and those bound by
brassieres 24 hours a day. 

Most doctors in the mainstream medical establishment in
America thumb their noses at the notion that a mere bra
could cause a disease so devilish, regardless of how tight
it is. Dr. Ruby Senie, a Columbia University breast cancer
specialist and epidemiologist, called it "a ludicrous
idea."

And Dr. Stanley Rockson, co-director of Stanford
University's Lymphedema Center, is also unconvinced. 

"It's irresponsible to make broad statements after
doing studies that didn't identify whether patients had
preexisting breast cancer risks and not following them for
15 years," he says.

Rockson adds that he can't say breast cancer *isn't*
caused by bras, but that we simply don't know.

------------------------------------------------------------


Sept 1998 - Another possible IE4 security bug:
------------------------------------------------------------

                 ACCORDING TO A MICROSOFT spokesperson, the
security leak can occur when a browser - or other software
that uses Microsoft browsing technology, such as the
Quicken personal finance package - views multiple-frame Web
pages. Specifically, if a page is authored to do so,
clicking on a link in one frame that sends information to
another frame can expose the surfer's file contents to the
Web page author.

       It requires a special script, and the Web author can
only view files' contents if he or she knows the file's
name and location on the surfer's hard drive. Still, since
many strategic files have easy-to-guess names, such as your
Windows password file or Quicken data files, there is risk
to valuable data.

        The company says it knows of no consumer affected
by the security hole.

        "The potential of this happening is very slim.
Nevertheless, I would want to get the patch," the
spokesperson said. 

        Microsoft said the bug was first discovered in late
August by Georgi Guninski, who's a 26-year-old Bulgarian,
according to his Web site.

        The company said the following Microsoft software
is affected:

 Internet Explorer 4.0, 4.01 and 4.01 SP1 on Windows NT 4.0
and Windows 95

 Windows 98, with integrated Internet Explorer (version
4.01 SP1)

 Internet Explorer 4.0 and 4.01 for Windows 3.1 and Windows
NT 3.51

 Internet Explorer 4.0 and 4.01 for Macintosh

 Internet Explorer 3.x

        The company recommended that users of the affected
versions of Internet Explorer download the patch from the
Internet Explorer Security Web site,
http://www.microsoft.com/ie/security/xframe.htm

        Microsoft distributed the following tests to
determine whether your software is vulnerable to the
security flaw:
        
 _IN WINDOWS 98, WINDOWS 95 AND WINDOWS NT 4.0

        _From the Start Menu select Find and choose Files
or Folders.
        1. In the Named box, type mshtml.dll.
        2. In the Look in box, click the down arrow and
choose local hard drives from the list.
         3. Click Find Now.
        4. If mshtml.dll is not found, your system does not
require the patch.
        5. If mshtml.dll is found, right-click the file,
select Properties, and then select the Version tab.
        6. If the file version is less than 4.72.3509.0100,
your system could be affected and we recommend that you
download the patch. If the file version is greater than
4.72.3508.2400, your system does not need the patch.
        
 _IN WINDOWS 3.1X

        _1. From the File Menu in File Manager, select
Search.
        2. In the Search For box, type mshtml16.dll.
        3. In the Start From box, type your
[drive]:\[windows directory]\SYSTEM (for example,
C:\WINDOWS\SYSTEM).
        4. Click OK.
        5. If mshtml16.dll is not found, your system does
not require the patch.
        6. If mshtml16.dll is found, click the file, press
Alt-Enter, and then check the Version information.
        7. If the file version is equal to or less than
4.01.2509.0200, your system could be affected and we
recommend that you download the patch. If the file version
is greater than 4.01.2509.0200, your system does not need
the patch.
        
 _ON A MACINTOSH

        _1. In Internet Explorer, click the Apple icon and
select About Internet Explorer.
        2. Look at the Internet Explorer version number in
the bottom left corner of the dialog box.
        3. If the version is 4.01 (PowerPC) or 4.01 (68k),
your system could be affected and we recommend that you
download the patch for Internet Explorer 4.01.
        4. If the version is 4.0, your system could be
affected and we recommend that you download Internet
Explorer 4.01 and then download the patch.
        5. If the version is 4.01 (310), you already have
the patch and do not need to download it again.
        
---------------------------------------------------------------



The Operation Cathederal/Wonderland case:
---------------------------------------------------------------

 [ AP wire story: ]


Worldwide sting nets 46 in child porn ring

_By Sarah Wyatt / Associated Press_
 
    LONDON -- Suspected members of a child pornography ring
who allegedly traded pictures of children as young as 18
months old over the Internet were targeted in a sting
Wednesday in 12 countries, including the United States and
Britain.
 
    The raids that led to almost four dozen arrests
worldwide were conducted against suspected members of the
Wonderland Club who, according to authorities, exchanged
thousands of pornographic images of children via
cyberspace.
 
    The British National Crime Squad began the
investigation five months ago and uncovered a database of
more than 100,000 pornographic photos of children,
officials said.

    To join the child pornography ring, members had to have
multiple images of child pornography, and some had as many
as 10,000 pictures, U.S. Customs agents said. The ring
allegedly began in the United States.

    British authorities said 46 arrests worldwide were made
Wednesday, and U.S. Customs predicted there would be more
as officials evaluated the evidence collected. Hundreds of
people are suspected of being connected with the
pornography ring.

    The raids occurred in Australia, Austria, Belgium,
Britain, Finland, France, Germany, Italy, Norway, Portugal,
Sweden and the United States.

    According to international and U.S. authorities, police
arrested 11 people in Britain, 10 in Germany, eight in
Norway, five in France, four each in the United States and
Australia, three in Italy and one in Sweden. 

--

  [ Best background coverage, from The Telegraph, London... ]

BRITISH detectives faced a disturbing dilemma in the
complex operation against "w0nderland", the most dangerous
paedophile gang traced on the Internet.

 They needed to weigh the protection of children who might
fall prey to w0nderland members in the UK against the aim
of destroying the international ring and saving many more
around the world from appalling abuse.

 Senior officers from the National Crime Squad knew
w0nderland was unprecedented not only because of its scale
and sophistication but also because of the presence in its
ranks of a significant number of "producers" of child porn
- in other words, abusers.

 At least 50 abused children have been identified from
images recovered so far and detectives fear more than twice
that number of young boys and girls, most under 10, will be
featured in what is likely to be a haul of more than one
million images from yesterday's operation.

 As they tackled the "logistical nightmare" of
co-ordinating action in 12 countries over several months,
officers questioned almost daily whether any children were
being abused while their investigation continued. Anyone
believed to be abusing would have to be stopped
immediately. But arrests risked jeopardising the whole
operation by alerting w0nderland organisers.

 In the event, however, three suspects were arrested for
unrelated reasons, including a former RAF employee who was
a prolific producer of images of himself abusing his
children and has since been jailed for 12 years. The NCS
team - headed by Det Supt John Stewardson and including a
number of detectives from Sussex - took the risk of causing
two other men suspected of abuse to be held by local
forces, without any mention of w0nderland. In these cases,
hard disks were copied.

 Though clearly nervous, particularly about the ex-RAF
man's arrest, w0nderland organisers kept the ring going.
The other UK suspects, in a total of 15 identified
initially, were subjected to a nationwide surveillance
operation. The aim was two-fold - to place them at
properties linked to particular telephone numbers calling
w0nderland and to look for any evidence of children
associated with suspects.

 Senior officers assessed that there was no active abuse
while Operation Cathedral ran. One senior source said: "If
it is found someone we were watching was abusing children,
then we will have to accept criticism. But we had to make a
judgment call. We were aware that there were many children
around the world being abused for the benefit of w0nderland
and we wanted to put a stop to that."

 Cathedral was born out of a an American customs inquiry
into the depraved activities of a small Internet-based gang
called the Orchid Club, involving seven or eight adults and
two young children in "live time abuse". Through a
video-based technology known as "CU See Me" - designed for
video conferencing in business - members of the gang could
watch abuse of a child on the Internet and contact the
abuser with requests for particular sexual acts.

 One member of the Orchid Club was a computer expert living
in East Sussex. Sussex Police arrested him and, unknown to
the man, studied the hard disk of his computer, discovering
the existence of w0nderland. In the view of one technical
expert consulted by Sussex police, it was by far the
largest and most sophisticated paedophile grouping
identified on the Internet. It was described as "probably
the core of hardcore paedophilia on the Net". Sussex called
in the NCS, the national detective agency, when the
international spread of w0nderland became clear.

 A further breakthrough came with the arrest in the
North-West of the ex-RAF man. High-quality pictures of him
abusing his children had been found in the Sussex man's
computer. It became clear from an analysis of the two men's
hard disks - the ex-RAF man gave details of his passwords
when he wrongly surmised that police had broken his
encryption codes - that the gang was using an ultra-secure
"server" based in America.

 This marked a significant increase in sophistication over
previous Internet gangs, whose members frequented publicly
accessible sites and simply communicated to each other by
e-mail which could be monitored by police. Up to 200 people
in more than 40 countries were suspected of being members
of w0nderland. Some are believed to have visited each other
to organise abuse or swap videos.

 The scale of w0nderland's operations marked it apart. One
investigator said: "In the past a good collection of
paedophile images might be about 500 to 1,000. To get
membership of this club you had to demonstrate you had at
least 10,000 different images. A lot of Internet
paedophilia is the same pictures going round and round. In
w0nderland, members actually created pictures."

 It emerged that one member had 43,000 images and another
45,000. One Italian member had around 180,000 images.
Members had to be willing to trade. Most pictured victims
were under 10, with more girls than boys. Members provided
references when they applied to join and voted in a group
of executives to run the "service". Strict rules about the
security of images were enforced by a "management
committee".

 One of the senior w0nderland members bore the nickname
Harry Mudd, taken from a character in an obscure episode of
the television series Star Trek. Another member had the
nickname Ahura, the black woman lieutenant on the bridge of
the Starship Enterprise.

 The w0nderland service operated, essentially, as a "room"
rented on the Internet from an apparently legitimate server
in America, which is thought not to have known the use to
which it was being put. Access was controlled by a robot
computer called Alice which looked for passwords from
members and then checked that the manner in which they were
communicating matched their details.

--

 [ Background, from a USA paper... ]

The case was an offshoot of the 1996 investigation in San
Jose of the "Orchid Club," an international network of
pedophiles who conspired to sexually molest five girls,
ages 4 to 10, and trade sexually explicit pictures of them
on the Internet.

 Ronald Riva, a former Soledad prison guard who authorities
have said was the leader of the ring, was sentenced to 30
years in federal prison last year in U.S. District Court in
San Jose after pleading guilty to child-pornography
charges. He had already been given a life sentence
by a Monterey County Superior Court judge for molesting the
five girls during a slumber party in his Greenfield home.
Twelve others either have pleaded guilty or have been
convicted in connection with that case.

 One of the Orchid Club defendants gave authorities
information about people in the United Kingdom who had sent
him child pornography. The Customs Service notified British
authorities, who seized the computers of those people and,
stumbled upon the larger group. In May, British authorities 
gave the information to the U.S. Customs Service, which 
launched an investigation dubbed "Operation Cheshire Cat,"
another reference to "Alice in Wonderland."

 The Wonderland ring actually extends into 47 countries, but 
those targeted were the ones where raids could be coordinated
among local authorities, Customs Service officials said.

 Customs Service officials said there is evidence that some
members of the group exchanged real-time images of children
being molested and created some of the pornographic still
images they exchanged. Authorities will analyze the images
to try to determine whether any of the children depicted
live with the people arrested.  London detectives say they 
expect to identify up to 100 children involved in the 
production of Wonderland pornography.

------------------------------------------------------------
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'Andre's movielist:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

This week the top day is Saturday, mostly through Margaret O'Brien,
possibly the best child actress ever, in 'the Secret Garden', and
Tina Majorino in 'Waterworld'. A strange programming by the BBC,
showing 'Chaplin' on BBC2 less than one week after broadcasting it on
BBC1.

'Cipolin' wrote:
> 'Andre' wrote:
> >0: Possibly without any girls at all
> 
> >*: Probably not worth watching
> >**: Rather bad
> 
> As you're highlighting the highlights are you ever going 
> to need these categories? :)

The 'possibly without any girls at all' can be included for movies that
are interesting because of the subject matter which is girl-related or
child-love related. The 'bad quality' movies will often be included
because I only check girl content. A bad movie with girls will nevertheless
end up in my list. Furthermore these are only my estimates based on only
a few critics' reports - I do not want you to miss something just because
3 or 4 critics disagree with you.

--

Saturday, 11.00, ARD: The secret garden (USA, 1949) - Margaret O'Brien (12)
A girl's parents have died of cholera and she is sent to live with her 
uncle in England. The brother of the house maid shows her a 'secret
garden', and together with the uncle's crippled son, as spoiled as the
girl herself, they make the garden their own world. The story, after a 
novel by Frances Hodgson Burnett has been made into a movie several 
times more. girls: *****, quality: **1/2
http://209.132.16.88/lobby/indexes/mosg.html

Saturday, 22.00, BBC1: Waterworld (USA, 1995) - Tina Majorino and others
A future disaster has made the icecaps melt. All the world is covered
with water. A rather egocentric trader (Kevin Costner) is almost lynched
because he is a mutant, but is saved when a group of pirates attacks the
floating city to find a girl (Tina Majorino) who has the route to the
semi-mythical dry land tattooed on her back. The film follows the trader, 
the girl and her guardian (Jeanne Tripplehorn) fleeing from the pirates 
and looking for the dry land.
girls: ****1/2, quality: **
http://209.132.16.88/lobby/dvdarea/index.html

Saturday, 22.30, SBS6: The tie that binds (USA, 1995) - Julia Devin
A husband and wife are both fugitives, wanted for murder. While
attempting to rob a house they are found by the residents, and kill
them. They have to flee the police, leaving their daughter behind.
Their daughter is adopted by another couple, but her natural parents want
her back, if necessary killing people to get her, but her adopted
parents do not want to let her go. girls: ***, quality: *
http://209.132.41.99/lobby/main/movies/jdtiebnd.html

Saturday, 23.05, BBC2: Brimstone and Treacle (UK, 1976) - Michelle
 Newell
After an accident has rendered their daughter handicapped, a man and
woman are happy that a man wants to join them and help them take care
of their daughter. However, in reality he has much less friendly plans.
girls: ***, quality: ?

Sunday, 9.10, Nederland 3: Mitt liv som hund (Sweden, 1985) - Melinda
 Kinnaman (12)
A terminally ill mother in the 50s cannot keep her son under control,
and sends him to the country to live with his uncle. There he
befriends his tomboyish neighbour girl. girls: ****1/2, quality: ****

Sunday, 23.20, BBC2: Chaplin (USA, 1992) - Milla Jovovich (16), Diane
 Lane (16)
Biography of Charlie Chaplin. Girls: **, quality: **1/2
http://download.filepile.com/nc/d2/12311/pic/milla2.jpg

Sunday, 23.55, ZDF: Don't Look Now (UK, 1973)
A man mourns the death of his daughter. He thinks he sees her in the
canals of Venice, and haunts the figure. His wife meets two ladies
who claim to be in contact with her daughter. Is everyone against the
man? Girls: *, quality: ****

Tuesday, 22.00, BBC2: Deadly invasion: the killer bee nightmare (USA,
 1995)
The home of a California family is attacked by killer bees. Girls: ?, 
quality: ?

Wednesday, 20.30, Canvas (BRT2): Heavenly creatures (New Zealand/Germany,
 1994) - Melanie Lynskey (16c15), Kate Winslet (18c15)
Two 15 year old girls share a fantasy world, and more and more are
estranged from their families. Their families try to separate them,
to which they react with murder. Based on a true stories from 1950s
New Zealand. Girls: **, quality: ***1/2

Thursday, 11.30, BBC2: The bells of St. Mary's (USA, 1945)
An unconventional priest (Bing Crosby) and a strict mother superior
(Ingrid Bergman) try together to save the latter's parochial school,
although they often clash in their methods. Girls: ***, quality: ?

Friday, 11.10, BBC2: When the whales came (UK, 1989) - Helen Pearce
At an island at the British coast the inhabitants had butchered a
group of stranded whales, and were punished for that with all kinds
of disasters, which led them to evacuate the island. Now, at the
time of WW1, only one man on a nearby island remembers, an old,
eccentric, deaf man called 'the birdman'. Two children befriend him,
and help him convince the villagers not to kill the narwhal that
strands on their island. Girls: ***, quality: **

'Andre'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Bandersnatch' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

UK TV Notes:

Sunday 6 September, 12.10am - 1.50am BBC2 (i.e. early Monday)

M (Germany, 1931; Dir: Fritz Lang, B&W). Peter Lorre is brilliant as the 
psychotic child-murderer in this classic film about mob justice. The 
original ending, which changed the outcome, was dropped. Superb 
photography.  - 'Sir A.J.'

Sunday 6 September, 2.55am - 5.05am CH4 (i.e. early Monday)

JACQUOT DE NANTES (France, 1991; Dir. Agnes Varda) About the childhood 
of filmmaker Jacques Demy. Scene where two boys and a girl engage in 
sex-play. More is shown of the boys, but there is a glimpse of the girl. 
- 'kittencuddler'

Thursday 10 September, 10.30am - 12.30pm BBC2

The BELLS OF ST MARY'S (1945, colorised) Bing Crosby and Ingrid Bergman 
story about a broke parish school. School uniforms, and the little ones 
stage a nativity play.  - 'Sir A.J.'

'Bandersnatch'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Rational' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

Fellow subscribers,

I just subscribed to ASGL-L so I want to introduce myself to all of you.
My nickname is Rational, and that's my real name too :-) of course I was
just KIDding... well I just subscribed because I just became 18 so I
wanted to be 100 percent sure it'd be legal in my country (I think it
would but I prefer to be sure...). I want us to share our thoughts and
experiences and I will very probably write some poems too (I'm
working...) I look forward to the next posting. Girl-love Forever!!

'Rational'
------------------------------------------------------------------



'Misty Vain' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

'sLeepOVER' wrote:
>Welcome.  It's a pleasure to meet you, and I love your name. :)

Thanks, I spent days thinking it up. :) But it still is a bit
gloomier than I am. 

>>For certain I know that I had a terrible crush on Ariana Richards 
>No sh*t!?  Me too!  Did you, like I did, buy the video, just so you 

No, I couldn't.:-( I was quite paranoid and uncertain of myself 
at that time. I was afraid what what my family would think of
me watching the same film many times a week, especially when
I was spending every minute of the day with the computer...

>...I'm afraid that chatting and playing may prove not to be enough.
>I know exactly how you feel, but trust me, you will be alright.  

I hope so. The problem seems to be that I seem to KNOW that, 
but I just don't seem to believe it... Maybe.

>Just remember to enjoy their presence, keep your thoughts and 
>your "privates" private, and later, enjoy your private thoughts 
>in private, and you'll do fine. :)

Of course. But how can I enjoy their presence, when I don't 
know how to approach them... 

>>Marrying a woman seems to be quite loathsome
>Why do you think that?

I don't know... I just don't feel much for older women. Maybe
when I am in a night club and drunk I might see some charm
in someone, but it will pass. And I haven't given it too much 
thought, anyway.

>see it as a blessing of sorts, because that little 'guilt trip' will 
>hopefully keep you legal.  Sounds awful I know, but it's realistic; 

I hope that it would be like that. I can't know.

>Thanks for sharing, and try not to be down about things. "Life 
>is what you make it." Make it a party! :->>

I always try. A good thing is that the lectures are starting
again and I don't have the time to think about girls ALL the 
time..

---

'Simon' wrote:
>I think it is the other way round. In my eyes it is much more 
>dangerous to have no contact to children because then you start 
>living in an own fictional world in which children get attributes 
>that they do not have.

That may be quite true, I have noticed myself being in need of 
reality check many times. And especially when I don't have 
many experiences with children, I really don't know much about
their world. I _have_ read books, but... you know what I mean.

---

Freddy' wrote:
>Another thing i feel is the ridiculous way in which some laws are
>designed which refer to 'sexual stimulation' etc. 

People generally don't know what a paedophile thinks. When 
people first hear of someone as a paedophile, they seem to 
think that he doesn't have anything else in his mind than
the obsession for having sex with children. That's why I think 
they are so afraid of 'stimulation'. 

The answer could be that people are told the truth. But who 
would tell them? The existing activist groups seem not to
be active on this subject. Nobody seems to have the courage.

>sexual abuse anyway? If I am with a child and I stroke her on the cheek
>and this stimulates me, is this an offence?

Of course it is. Your dirty mind would get 'sexual stimulation'
from it, and that is bad. :->

---

'J-Fot' wrote:
>But maybe I should. He is a
>philosopher and an Aquarius/Scorpio more so, so I am
>quite sure he would not condemn me right away.

Well, if he is reasonable, how could he condemn you if you
can't change yourself? Or what use would it be to condemn
someone in that case? But still, who knows... 

>I have had quite a few pictures of children in my room,
>partly "little-girlized" computer with wallpapers that

It's wonderful that someone has the courage to have things like
that! I wish I could do that someday, too. I would get

'Misty Vain'
--------------------------------------------------------------



'O' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------

it's really hard to read all of your post. i really don't have time to  
flip through all. I have to be quite subversive about it. Anyways, my 
spelling is horriable so bear with me!   I stopped at the shore and found 
myself wanting to get away from this love of mine and spend some time 
with myself! But of course, the shore during the summer is not a place 
to get away!  i saw this one girl! she was beautiful, had to have been 
around 14, she was wearing a blue swim suit (two piece!) her lips were 
bright red from the water  and her hair was long and gunked up by the 
water and salt! she was in the water right by me but yet i was frozen in 
fear.  we took long gazing looks at each other but not a word was 
spoken!  i spent about twenty minutes in the water. not saying a word 
and just once in a while gazing back at her.  I had to get of the 
water... I layed down on my blanket trying to gather my thoughts as 
soon as i looked up her and her friend where wrestling in the sand, it 
was really too much, they stopped and got her mom to take a picture.         
i had to lay down again and close my eyes and pray that they left... i 
cried! i wished one or another thing would happen   either i got to have 
her or something take this (lust) out of me ... i hate this silence!!!! 
it hurts!!!!!!

'O'
--------------------------------------------------------------




'Sanctuary' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------

'Cipolin' wrote:
>As you're highlighting the highlights are you ever going 
>to need these categories? :)

I personally just highlight interesting URLS and visit them
when I get a chance but perhaps a pre-arranged rating
system may save some wasted surf time.

--

'GL7" wrote:
>Please God, send me another precious gem, and I thank you 
>with all my heart for giving me  a year of Paradise with Kim. 
>I have much to be grateful for.

(as I wipe the tears from my face) Truer words have never been
spoken. I am grateful to have the memories even though sometimes
they *haunt* me too. My relationships were too brief (sigh). I keep
looking, though.

--

'Freddy' wrote:
>Two things here - I find that when an 'outside' adult forms 
>a relationship with any child, the parents often become 
>jealous. That to me is the root of many problems. If your 
>child loves me, they [may be more demonstrable with 
>me than they are with the parents, at least in public], and 
>"we can't have that". Sexual motivations are just an excuse 
>to end the relationship. How can anyone possibly know 
>what I think? And besides why can't these people trust their 
>own child's judgment.

This explains a lot to me. What am I supposed to do now?
Flirt with the parents, too? That has never worked before.
As soon as the balance tips toward the children the relationship
ends soon thereafter. Perhaps it has just been bad odds.
Not all families are this way. Mine isn't.

'Sanctuary'
--------------------------------------------------------------



'J-Fot' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------

'Beamish' wrote:
> Now a little update. My computer indeed *was* seized by the local
> law enforcement, as I expected. However, due to the fact that I had
> already wiped my disk, they found nothing. (Someone somewhere
> *must* love me!) So, I was not charged with anything, I was not
> even arrested, nor was I evicted from my apartment.

I'm glad you were that lucky and could stay with us. I wish
more people could escape like that and not be jailed for
harmless trifles.

--

'Freddy' wrote:
> Another thing i feel is the ridiculous way in which some laws are
> designed which refer to 'sexual stimulation' etc. But what is so-called
> sexual abuse anyway? If I am with a child and I stroke her on the cheek
> and this stimulates me, is this an offence? (If it isn't it probably will
> be soon). This has always amused me because I can think what I like and
> my imagination is quite good.

Yes, this is what I've been thinking about lately, too.
I read a news article recently which said that 26% of 
Czech people aged 15-40 were sexually molested when
they were kids. One might wonder how they got such a high
number, but it soon becomes clear, because from what I
understand from the article, this number includes all
the people who had some access to pornography when they
were children. Needless to say, the results of SUCH a 
poll are utterly useless. 

Within the same block of articles there was a statement
of a psychologist from a children's crisis center who
cast some doubts upon the research and said that the 
numbers are exaggerated and that one cannot take it for
molestation when a parent kisses their young child on her 
butt... if he isn't sexually aroused by that, of course.

I think this is bullshit. It is not abuse, even if the
parent IS aroused, if it is done in a natural situation,
not exceedingly often and the child is _not bothered_ by
that above all. 

But I was pleasantly surprised by her stance, anyway. 
Social workers are usually not so benevolent. What I
perceive as rather positive is that the experts here
are generally much more dispassionate than the media. On 
the other hand, it is true that normal folks are much more 
responsive to the vociferous alarm of media than to the
timid voice of several experts. 

--

'Simon' wrote:
> When I sometimes read your Postings I get the feeling that here in
> Germany we are the nearest to accept pedophiles. There are a lot 
> of discussions here about paedophilia. Even a politician created 
> the word pedocriminal to distinguish between peds and molesters. 
> I feel that Germany is a bit of on the right way. It is not yet 
> perfect but it's getting better.

I don't know - from what I gather from the news, the attitudes in
Germany don't seem too satisfactory to me, but of course, I'm 
not living there and I can't know what's the day-to-day situation.
It is true that the news headlines rarely reflect the actual reality.

Being a girl-lover here, in the Czech Republic, is not a paradise, 
but it is not the hell on the earth as it apparently is in the UK 
or USA either. Not because people would be generally oh so 
tolerant, but because they didn't think about it much yet. 
The sexuality and "deviant" sexuality more so had been a big 
taboo until 1989, and since then we have had more important things
to do than to obsess ourselves with witchhunt. 

In response to my web site I got several fair letters mostly from
young people who proved quite understanding. When I asked them
what they had thought of pedophilia before they stumbled upon 
my site, they usually answered that they hadn't thought about it
at all. 

Our laws are still quite reasonable, and we can't but hope that 
it stays so. But the media have already discovered the BIG theme and 
started to brainwash people's minds. The news of 'child abuse' become
more frequent. They are mostly dealing with "another German pedophile 
caught with a gypsy child prostitute." That way it appeals both to
people's hatred toward pedophiles and to many people's dislike of 
Germans [and Gypsies].

As for the future, I dare to be a bit optimistic: partly because 
Czechia is one of the most atheist countries in Europe (almost 
50% of people are non-believers) and religious moralists don't 
find much support here. The tolerance of homosexuality is 
relatively high and homosexual intercourse was legalized already 
in 1961. 

On the other hand, the Czech nation is not used to have its own
mind and always subdued to some greater force. Be it Germany,
Russians or now USA and EU. I fear that in their eurooptimism 
our people and politicians will promptly adopt the prevailing 
hysteria just to _be in_. 

--

'Tr'Pakh' wrote:
> The main point that our opponents have against us is that children
> are not capable of having sexual thoughts and feelings.
> This [...] serves the primary purpose of keeping
> children subservient to parents, clergy, and state.  

My experience is that (some) people admit that children can
and have sexuality, but they insist on the opinion that because
children are irresponsible and not mature enough to make "adult 
decisions", they cannot decide for themselves and must be protected
(read 'controled') by their parents (... and state). 

This may sound a little more reasonable and less bigoted, but
the core is generally the same.

I have had quite a productive discussion with a man who responded 
to my site and while he admits that a harmonious and positive 
relationship may be probably positive, we still disagree on 
this issue of the freedom of children and he claims that 
parents have infinite right to forbid their child of anything thay 
might find even slightly risky.

I'll elaborate on this some more in the future, after all,
he HAS GOT some valid arguments.

'J-Fot'
------------------------------------------------------------------



'CR' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

Three books would be of interest to most people in this group. 
They are:

1: Dont Blame Me Daddy : False Accusations of Child Sexual Abuse; 
Dean Tong

2: Jeopardy in the Courtroom : A Scientific Analysis of Children's 
Testimony; Stephen J. Ceci, Maggie Bruck

3: Out of Control : Who's Watching Our Child Protection Agencies?; 
Brenda Scott

'CR'
------------------------------------------------------------------



'Ian' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

Hello all :) 

I hope you're all havin a great summer! Try not to strain your eyeballs  
too much :) 

I can't wait till Lolita comes to the large screen in the US. It will be 
the first time anything like this event has taken place here in my post-
little-kid life. Shoot, they had ANYTHING available here when I was a 
baby, Damn It!!  I'm going to love seeing the ads and articles and all 
the hoopla over p*dophilia all over the place when it comes out! I also 
will love seeing a movie like this (even if not the greatest) especially 
on the large screen. I wouldnt have watched it on showtime even if I 
could have, the large screen is much better!!! I wouldn't have minded to 
see the 20 minute story on it though... 

The problem with Lolita is, it is violent and ends negatively - that part 
is not good toward our cause or publicity on us - we need a 
sensationalistic positive happy ending ped* movie to come out & maybe 
include a love scene to show the whole p*edo thing as positive...   
Brainwashed people believe what they're told.  Why don't we create positive 
Public Relations for p*dophilia?!! We need it as well as society- it 
NEEDS to come out, and in ALL forms of media as both research AND 
entertainment (pro-pe*o movies etc). 

Damn I'm good! :) I should be president... there's a thought!
We need to influence current politicians, but also become politicians 
ourselves and create our society instead of being controlled by it!

Recently I had some ideas and decided to write them down; they were 
about pe*ophilia & child erotica/porn. I ended up staying much of the 
night writing!!  and thinking a bit how to phrase things. The thoughts 
just kept pouring out of my head. I ended up with like 8 pages worth of 
material!! (and I wrote small without margins!)  In the morning I had a 
few more ideas but the same thing happened and I ended up writing 3 more 
pages. I've been playing with the idea of publishing the material or 
exposing it (all or parts) in different areas and through different 
types of media. There is some VERY  V E R Y  Powerful stuff there!!! Im 
so excited about it :)  Maybe I will bring some ideas out here too.  I 
know I can not only get what I want, but also can change things to a 
noticeable degree for others as well. I'm sick and tired of this bullshit 
life ped*s live and the pathetic, repressed, and virtual ways they get 
off!!

Taking away what makes a person's life worth living only makes them 
unmotivated, unhappy, unsatisfied, depressed, sick, result to desperate 
& undesirable measures to get off, and less of a human being. To let 
people live their own life without intervention (especially if it doesnt 
significantly harm people for real) is constructive and makes peope 
happy, full of life, motivated and better poeple all the way around. If 
peope are in a good state they will share their happiness & spread it to 
others, making others happy & motivated, and better workers etc etc 
etc!!! See how it works?! It doesn't take a genius to figure it out only 
poeple that think for themselves, or that are real world and open minded 
and not brainwashed by society and human institutions. This would 
benefit everyone in society and make it more positive, more natural, 
more productive, and happier for all!!!   Applause Here :)

I know if I let myself pour out to others it would create a Powerful 
chemistry with them and create such HUGE amounts of energy it would be 
awe inspiring!!! Also, I would gain Huge numbers of mutual supporters 
Worldwide!!! This WILL happen Soon, unless someone beats me to it!! :)
Laws, societal attitudes, and the views we pe*0s stand for are just 
dandy, but what matters most is what Actions take place. Living in the 
clouds does no one good service. The events that occur in everyday life 
are what count. (I'm not talking about the once in six months event of a 
little girl in the store that smiled and said "Hi" !!!) 

One of my writings is on choice. I am pro-choice and proself-censorship- 
poeple should be allowed to govern themselves except for extreme crimes 
like murder etc. Poeple don't need to create overbroad repressive laws for 
everyone. We also don't need to repress our own kind. If one pedo 
supports issue A but not B, fine, but let others support issue B. Dont 
force repressive ideas on your fellow pe*os!! Make your own choices and 
censor/avoid things you dont want to be involved or exposed to. And let 
others do what they like - there is no need to force your ideas or 
opinions on others!!
  
Whether something is legal or not will not always correspond with what 
happans. Some people wont do certain things even if not illegal, and 
certain things will be done even if legal. Society will get along 
without tons of laws because of this prochoice action.

"Legal, politically correct, 'society', "Money" etc is all GARBAGE!!! We 
could use guidelines, Real World action and thought, tolerance, an 
accepting community, and a comfortable non-extravagant lifestyle that is 
prochoice and proself-censoring!!!   
 
--

Basically, we need to follow the Golden Rule - treat others as you would 
want them to treat you. In other words - LIVE (how you want)AND LET 
(others) LIVE (how they choose), and be pro-choice and 
pro-self-censoring. 

--

I will leave you with a Very Powerful quote from a cool founding father 
of the U.S. -  it goes something like this:

"Rightful liberty is unobstructed action according to our will within 
limits drawn around us by the equal rights of others. I do not add 
'within the limits of the law' because law is often but the tyrant's 
will, and always so when it violates the rights of the individual"
       (from a magazine- 'Liberty' - check it out!)

by Thomas Jefferson- the MAN!!! Pay your respect to the Man, then JOIN 
him in his quest for Life and Liberty!!! Either be a *ussy and let 
others MOLD your pathetic life and let you fall to a life of doom and 
gloom, or  MAKE your life with others into a successful life of 
happiness and "Rightful Liberty"!!  Be a LEADER, we cant afford to be 
Followers!!

Until next time, 

'Ian'
--------------------------------------------------------------------



'?' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------

I found the following in my message box from a news source. I didn't
know I even had this! Anyway it seemed interesting because of the 
language used. ie 'the boys tricked the girl into removing her 
underpants' Come on ! Could they teach me that trick, I mean 
its so pathetic!!!

--

From: C-upi@clari.net (UPI)

        COLUMBUS, Ohio, Sept. 3 (UPI) -- A Columbus mother whose
daughter was molested during a latchkey program has filed a 
negligence lawsuit against the Columbus, Ohio, Public School District.

        Three boys -- a 12-year-old and two 8-year-olds -- tricked the
9-year-old girl into taking off her underpants and then fondled her. The
incident occurred on the Indian Springs Elementary School playground
April 23.

        The oldest boy will be sentenced Oct. 2. He pleaded guilty in
juvenile court this week to a deliquency count of gross sexual
imposition.

-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Tr'Pakh' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Hi all!  Just a quick note to share with you all today, regarding
a joke that was in a mailing I got from a friend of mine today:

        A mother asked her little girl what she wanted for her
        birthday.  The little girl said that she wanted a
        Barbie doll and a G.I. Joe doll.

        The mother protested, "But dear, Barbie comes with Ken."

        The daughter promptly replied, "No, mommie!  Barbie 
        _fakes it_ with Ken, she _comes_ with G.I. Joe!"

That one had me rolling on the floor, for obvious reasons, but it
also made me think... just how many parents (not to mention teachers,
lawyers, judges, cops, "social workers") have no idea just how much
their kids already know about sexuality?  How many parents try to
"protect" their children from information regarding sex, only to
find that their kids know more than they do?

I just thought I'd share that with you all!

Be well!

'Tr'Pakh'
--------------------------------------------------------------



'Cipolin' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------

Hi all,

Someone about a week ago mentioned the new Australian film 'Amy'. 
You can find a review of it here:

http://www.urbancinefile.com.au/scripts/cinefile/Reviews.idc?
Article_ID=1454

see also:

http://www.urbancinefile.com.au/scripts/cinefile/Features.idc?
Article_ID=1460

--

'Andre' wrote:
>0: Possibly without any girls at all

>*: Probably not worth watching
>**: Rather bad

As you're highlighting the highlights are you ever going to need these
categories? :)

Regards,

'Cipolin'
---------------------------------------------------------------


ends

alt.support.girl-lovers                         14th September 1998
-------------------------------------------------------------------
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   [ My apologies for the late running of this ASGL-L. ;) ]


'Sertraline' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------

Thanks for the wonderful support group.  It's very informative, and 
makes life easier.  After a few months of "lurking" I'd like to 
post the following, under the name "Sertraline."  (And I'll be 
contributing funds to your upkeep soon, I hope, when the money 
loosens up a bit.)

Hello, everyone.  I've been lurking among you for a few months, not 
sure what I have to contribute.  I've enjoyed the spirit of mutual 
support and compassion, though, and have found even the lurking to 
be enriching.  

Among the most poignant postings I've read have dealt with the 
obsessive, sometimes unbearable, desires that some of you have 
had to wrestle with; the threat these feelings pose to families 
and relationships, the yearning to be castrated or otherwise 
released from your feelings.   My experience may be of some 
use here, because I've been troubled by obsessive thoughts 
and seemingly inescapable infatuations in the past, and I've 
had great luck in escaping them through the so-called "anti-
depressive" medications of the "selective serotonin reuptake 
inhibitor" group -- Zoloft, Prozac, Paxil, etc.  We tend to 
think of depression as a passive, vegetative state, or 
intense feelings of sadness, or suicidal desires, but the 
"ssdr" medications have proven (both in the literature and 
in my own experience) to be most effective against unbreakable 
repetitions of thought, inescapable emotions, compulsive 
behaviors, and obsession in all its nasty forms.  

Obsession is often the result of a shortage of serotonin, 
one of the chemicals that moves thoughts along the neurons, 
which (more or less) causes the brain to keep cycling through 
the same old patterns.  Medications that keep the serotonin 
flowing freely allow new thoughts and patterns to crack up 
the old mental/emotional habits.  (That's a more metaphorical 
than medical explanation, but it holds up fairly well.)

Zoloft and Paxil (the two I've tried) haven't dulled my 
appreciation of life or deadened my sex drive or made me 
more "plastic."  I still feel the same attractions and 
have the same tastes I had before.  What they've done, 
though, is enable me to think my way through my emotions 
better and behave in the way that I know is best for me.

It used to be that when I was attracted to a girl I'd go 
into a hideous cycle of "I have to talk to her, I can't 
talk to her, I have to talk to her," without end.  I'd 
find myself going out of my way to follow girls down the 
street, or contriving to pull them into conversation until 
other adults nearby became suspicious.  Or, if I held 
myself back, I'd long pathetically for her for hours, and 
beat myself up for being afraid to seize an "opportunity" 
(even though part of my mind knew that the "opportunity" 
was only for a different sort of hell).  Thanks to the 
drugs, I can now just look at her, appreciate her, chat 
with her if the situation makes it appropriate, and let 
her walk away with my sanity intact.  I've also been 
able to "retrain" my mind, now that I'm experiencing 
life without the obsessions, so that when I have gone 
off the medications for periods, the old obsessions 
hasn't rushed back in.

I'd suggest that any of you who are considering some 
sort of drastic release from your feelings, whether 
castration or suicide or unnecessary distance from 
young relatives, first look into the available medications.  
These are prescription-only in the US and many other 
countries, which means you'll have to talk to a 
psychiatrist or other MD to get them; but don't let 
fear keep you away.  You _don't_ need to specify 
"pedophilia" as your trouble.  Just talk about being 
painfully infatuated with "inappropriate" people: 
women on the street whom you feel compelled to stare at, 
adult sisters or aunts or cousins, wives of male 
friends, female co-workers you don't want to be obssessed 
with.  If you're over 30 you can say you're obsessed 
with "teenage girls" (specifying "late teens" if pressed), 
which gets the point across but shouldn't set off the 
"child molester" alarms in any doctor's head.

I hope this is of some help.

'Sertraline'
---------------------------------------------------------------




'Sanctuary' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------

I feel so wonderful!!!

My daughter brought over a friend the she has been
seeing for a while but never brought over except for
one quick hello a while back.

Today we played together. We played tickle and threw things
at each other. Sometimes the objects would land in
'different' places but there was no hesitation, only
laughter. Later we played a spanking game where I would
say "You need a spanking" and then pat her a few times.
I would then ask "Have you leanred your lesson yet?" At
first she said "Yes" so I said OK and stopped. She realized
the error of her ways <hehe> and said "oh....no" so I
spanked her again but this time I would rub her bottom and
ask "Have you learned your lesson?" She said "no" many more
times ;-) After that we wrestled a little until she had
to go. I was beginning to think that I would never be able 
to do that again because it had been so long. My daughter
said that B... thought I was fun :-) That was so much fun.
I hope she comes back soon.

--

B... offered some resistance today. She tried to throw some clothes 
at me to get an exchange started but my daughter did not want us to 
mess up her room. I started to tickle her instead but she asked me 
to stop. I did immediately and took the opportunity to tell her that 
I will always respect her and never cross her boundaries. I remained 
friendly and decided not to let it shake me. If we are to have any 
kind of relationship she must decide she wants it first. Otherwise 
she will remain my daughter's friend but not mine. My daughter has 
been supportive of my attentions toward B... so far.

'Sanctuary'
----------------------------------------------------------------



'Simon' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

Hi all,

I have to tell you about my first time caressing (old style? My dictionary
is from 1954) a little girl's back. I have never been so free before. I was
at a friend of mine who totally accepts me as GL. We were visited by the
neighbour's 6years old 'chaos-twins'. (We call them like this because they
always turn his flat upside down.) The more beautiful of them (they are
fraternal twins) likes me, and so do I! After painting trees and circles in
MS Paint (thank you Bill) I stared tickling her. She wore a pullover and an
undershirt. After some rolling on the couch I started stroking/caressing her
back with my hand under her pullover. She enjoyed it and told me to continue
when I paused. Suddenly she told me to stop, pulled a small part of her
undershirt (approx. 1cm) out of her trouser and asked me to continue. A
desire I did not hesitate to fulfil. She laid down and enjoyed it - and I
enjoyed it not less. So did we for approx. half an hour, then she wanted to
play drums.

It was a wonderful time! How sad she lives 450 Kilometres (should be a bit
less than 300 miles??) away from me. But I will see her again. This day we
did an excursion to a manor house in the village. She did not want to walk 
the whole way, so I carried her. What a perfect day!

--

'GL7' wrote
>I wish
>estrogen never existed. It destroys little girls. Why are they cursed by
>growing up to be estrogen-filled bitches? Maybe little girls should be
>spayed (:-) when they turn eight so they won't produce estrogen, which
>turns their wonderful clear-thinking logical brains into muddled brains.
>They lose that precious uninhibited sweetness when the hormones kick in.

This is exactly the thing a friend of mine (also girl-lover) and me are
always thinking of! But I think we still have to wait for gen-therapy being
more tolerated (:-)

--

'Ian' wrote
>I hope you're all havin a great summer! Try not to strain your eyeballs
>too much :)

Grrrrrrrrrr.!! The German "summer" looks like 12-17-degree Celsius 
wet, windy, cloudy, girls wearing winter-style... :-(

Nice times for you and send a bit of your weather to Germany!

'Simon'
--------------------------------------------------------------



'Bandersnatch' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------

OK, folks, how many paedophiles are there in Britain? How many 
do you *want* there to be?

Check out the Living Marxism article "Spot the paedophile" 
(Thanks, 'Ianthe'.):

 http://www.informinc.co.uk/LM/LM112/LM112_Ann.html

The author, Ann Bradley, complains about the Guardian's series of 
articles which puts the figure at 1.1 million "at large", which 
Ms Bradley translates as 1 in 20 (on her assumption that all are 
adult males).

My magnifying glass was unable to discern whether the figures refer to 
'practicing' paedophiles, but you can count on the mainsteam press (or 
even Living Marxism) to gloss over *that* distinction. (Let's just 
suppose that only 1 in 20 are 'practicing...)

I imagine the figures are every bit as shakey as Bradley supposes, but 
the more the merrier, I say! Could this ratchetting up of the figures 
(real or fictitious) lead to a 'critical mass' effect where we have to 
be taken seriously, I wonder?

"Unfashionable as it may be to say so, I do not believe I know any 
paedophiles", she huffs. Don't you believe it, sister!

'Bandersnatch'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Desire' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

Something went wrong, apparently. A part of this I already sent last
week, but either Ianthe did not receive it, or he thought that my
request to not post it was for this mail (it was meant for an old
version of it).

--

Last week, the thing we all fear has happened to me. But, let's start 
at the beginning. I had gone to the swimming pool again, and noticed 
one girl making strange sounds with her mouth. I mimicked her, and 
found myself chasing her brother. At first it seemed that it would 
stay with that - the boy seemed in for something more, but his sister 
was not very keen - but sometime later we really got together, and 
we played together as if things belonged that way - or rather, they
played most of the time, I was more in a caretaking role, ready to
step in if things would go wrong, and happily watching them showing
'tricks'. There was physical contact too, the girl was not a good
swimmer (although for someone who had never had swimming lessons she
wasn't disappointing at all), and I held my hand under her belly to
guide her. I also carried her on my back some time.

Then it happened - we were laying on our backs in the undeep part of
the water, and one of them noticed I had a bulge in my swimming pants.
And I will not deny, it was caused by an erection. I felt a bit
embarassed, but when one of them remarked "It's your xxx", using some 
simple children's word for my penis, I laughed again, and the thing 
got over quickly. Unfortunately, we were not the only ones who had
noticed. A pool attendant came up to me a bit later, and told me to
come to his office. The police was called, and I was taken to the
police office. Although, as the assistant public persecutor told me,
no unlawful acts did take place, so I'm not charged with anything,
the whole affair has still been officially recorded, and I have
little doubt that it will be raked up if I ever again get arrested
for pedophilia-related things. The only direct consequence is that
I will be forbidden to go to the pool for some time - which may be
only a few weeks, but may also be a year or even more.

(I have received the letter, and it is a full year in fact)

--

A better experience I had this weekend. I spent much of the time
playing tag and other things with this 6 year old I'll call Marleen.  
And the group I was with seemed quite positive. Her father remarked 
laughing "It seems that you have gained a daughter - and I lost one," 
while some of my friends remarked "I didn't know you had a daughter." 
I pointed at Marleen, who was pulling my sleeve to tell me to come
with her and said "I don't have her - she's got me."

Another positive point was when she joined me while I was talking to
some other people, and stood there, leaning against my leg. I tried
to move her to my lap, but she led out a short but clear sound of
protest. It's good to know that she can say no. The only thing I
regret is that when some friend offered me a ride home, and i agreed,
I did neglect to tell her goodbye. I'll probably get to meet her
again, maybe the end of this month, maybe in a few months, maybe
next year.

Still, the week before did have its influence. A few times, while
running after Marleen, I found myself trying to suppress a hard-on.
If this had happened before, I would probably hardly have noticed
them.

--

Babies are nice, but sometimes so hard to understand. When I watch a
little boy or girl, I often get looked back at. But I always have the
problem that I don't know WHY. Is (s)he doing his/her normal
exploration, and wondering how I fit in the image of the world as (s)he
is creating? Or is it a sign of distrust, do they want to be sure that
I'm not doing anything bad to them. It's painfully hard to tell often.

--

Lately I more and more start wanting to have a child, or children, of
my own. It starts to feel really fulfilling to raise a child. But
unfortunately I also realize that that will probably never happen. As
a pedophile I'll probably never really start a relationship with a
woman - and then I'm not even talking about the problem that I'm
probably a hard man to have a relationship with as well. I'm also not
the kind of person who can do this on his own. Sadly.

--

Quote from "Stop protecting me"  http://arlekin.com/index2.htm  :

"When [GeoCities] deleted all my pages they said to me that my page
 were "child exploitation". In my page I speak only about feelings
 and thoughts, so why have they fear? Whose have they fear?"

What shocked me was that they called THIS particular page 'child
exploitation'. We're not talking about someone who is trying to get
children to slave labour. We're not talking about a page with child
pornography, or even legal child pictures on them. We're not talking
about a pedophile who is trying to justify pedophilia. We're talking
about someone who is a 14 year old boy himself (!) who is standing
up for children's rights - including sexual rights. If that is child
exploitation, I want to be exploited real soon.

(P.S.: TheSlurp (and others too), I think this is a good one for 
 your links page)

--

'TheSlurp' asked me:

> Can I post your translation on my web-site?

It's okay with me. I have already started sending you a translation
of the rest of the booklet (next stage when I find time again...).

--

'Isabel' wrote:
> I enjoy looking at the whole body of a girl, and especially her 
> arms and legs.

'Simon' reacted:
> That is very near to how I feel. I look at the neck and the face first. 
> I think these are the most beautiful parts of a girl's body.

My favorite is the face too, although hair and torso also score high.

'Isabel' wrote:
> I've also noticed that most men get sexually aroused by a sight or a touch.

'Simon' reacted:
> This could be right. Men are usually easier sexually aroused than women. In
> my eyes women are the more aesthetic humans - not only because of their
> bodies, but their thinking is often more emotional. (This was not easy to 
> express in English!)

What I think is going on is that there are several basically different
feelings that are called 'sexual'. One is a more emotional feeling,
another has more to do with physical stimulation (penal erection or
vaginal wettening). I have the feeling that a man is more likely to
feel aroused if only or mainly the second of these is present. Perhaps
because the male physical stimulation is more easily distinguished by
the person him/herself (but then, I have never been in a woman's body,
and don't know in how far she will notice her physical arousal...)

--

> We have had a stay on a horse ranch for eight days, so the
> greatest wish of my daughter was fullfilled - horseriding
> with real horses ... Every morning after breakfast she was
> running to groom one of the mares, to clean hoofs and manes,
> and when the pelts are shining as polished copper my daughter
> was happy  - and dirty enough for a shower. And riding !!!
> Sit straight! Press your knees together! Hold the reins loose!
> Whatever her teacher said - no comment, no objektion - I have
> not known that _this_ is possible.

Hmmm... Reminds me of a story by the popular Dutch biologist Midas
Dekkers. He stated that girls are ready for sex a few years earlier
than boys, and that horses are used to fill the gap. That's why so
many early-pubescent girls take on horse-riding. He did not write
it, but we all know that the idolation of pop and film stars is
another much-used lightning rod for girls that age.

--

(Honestly, I wrote this before yesterday's experiences. Still, they
 do form an illustration of what I'm telling here)

To 'Florian':

It's all good and well, but unfortunately keeping to the law is not
enough to remove the risks of being a pedophile. In the first place,
there is not only the law to worry about, society does not need as
solid standards of proof to condemn you. In the second place, being
investigated is not a happy thing to go through even if you are found
innocent. In the third place, when investigations have gone on for
some time, police will not want to come out empty-handed, and if you
are not as guilty as they first thought they will still try to get you
on something. For example, I have heared a story about a British
police department who got hold of what they thought were snuff movies.
After investigation it appeared that the people in the pictures were
fully consenting S/M-enthusiasts. They still got persecuted - and
sentenced - for physical abuse, or whatever the legal term may be.

  [ That sounds like the Genesis Orridge case.  The video
    in question was apparently made by leading UK film-maker
    Derek Jarman.  It was not the police, but a Channel
    4 documentary that triggered a police investigation.
    I can dig out the details if anyone is interested.  
    Genesis is still in exile with his family, so far as I 
    know. ]

I'm not saying that I do not agree with you. But things are not as
easy as you claim them to be.

--

'Tr'Pakh' wrote:
> I resemble that remark. I also find myself unable to have sex with 
> someone that I'm not in love with.  When I see a beautiful young 
> girl, my thoughts are not immediately sexual, but rather about how 
> I might get to know her, and become her friend.

Hear! Hear! In fact, I rarely manage to do even that, but at least
I do often succeed to make them a bit happier for a minute or so.

--

'GL7' wrote:
>       I don't know exactly what type of feelings a six-year old girl
> might have for the opposite sex, but it seems to be something in the
> romantic category. There's no indication to me that it's anything
> sexual, but sometimes I wonder.

From a book on children's sexuality, from the part on the sexual
development of children by age, age 6 to 8:

"Infatuations start playing a role, games played with children from
 the other gender are clearly different from those with the own
 gender. Being in love can give strong feelings, without necessarily
 sexual feelings being coupled to them. Being in love and physical
 contact are not much connected for children this age. Being in love
 is something clearly different from friendship (for children under
 six being in love is still a special kind of friendship).
  Around the eighth year the difference between hugging, petting and
 being love become clear. From research among eight- and nine-year
 olds it appears that they describe the emotions that go with romping
 and hugging as something that happens on the outside of the body,
 and emotions that belong to being in love as something that goes on
 inside the body."

And for ages 8 to 10:

"Between the eighth and tenth year feelings of being in love start
 playing a larger and larger role. The emotions start getting more
 intense and as the child grows older there is more and more a
 question of physical contact being coupled to being in love. That
 means that if the child is in love, the presence of the other is
 sought more, where the first cautious touch (sitting close to
 each other, giving hands, arms around each other) gives a very
 exciting feeling."

Concluding (assuming the things as represented here are approximately
right), a child of six does have feelings of being in love, but the
connection between being in love and sexual feelings has probably
not yet been established.

--

> "These images are whetting the appetite of pedophiles,"
> said Siggins, who has been a U.S. Customs Service agent
> since 1980. "You have people in the collector stage who
> grow tired and want to see the real thing, so then they go
> watch children at play. When they become tired of that,
> then they go to the third stage -- molesting a child."

Does this mean that the readership of alt.binaries.pictures.children
is closer to child molestation than that of 
alt.binaries.pictures.erotica.pre-teen? After all, the latter like to
look at child-porn, the former at children at play... And IF what he
says is right (and I agree with Ianthe that it's probably bullshit), 
wouldn't the forbidding of child pornography be hastening rather than 
stopping this process, by making people go to watching children at 
play before they're tired of picture collecting?

--

> Within the same block of articles there was a statement
> of a psychologist from a children's crisis center who
> cast some doubts upon the research and said that the 
> numbers are exaggerated and that one cannot take it for
> molestation when a parent kisses their young child on her 
> butt... if he isn't sexually aroused by that, of course.

At least a voice of reason, but still he makes the same mistake that
so many people make in their judgement of the abusiveness of
child-adult sexual relationships: They start looking at the wrong side.
Who cares whether the adult is sexually aroused? What counts is WHAT
THE CHILD FEELS, not what the adult feels. If kissing a child on the
butt is abuse, then it is abuse whether or not the adult gets sexually
aroused from it. If it is 'bad' for the child, it is bad whether the
parent got aroused or not. If it is not bad for the child, it is not
abuse.

'Desire'
----------------------------------------------------------------------




* Movie corner (sorry, some of these films may have passed now...)
----------------------------------------------------------------------


'Andre' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

Next Friday on ARD: Kubrick's 'Lolita'. Sue Lyon, unfortunately, looks
older rather than younger than her 15 (although she's supposed to be
12), but still one definitely worth watching. And there is a second
movie with a man-girl intergenerational content: 'The crush', in which
Alicia Silverstone is not willing to accept that a teenage girl's crush
to an older man might go unanswered. The unfortunate thing here is
that, if the critics are to be believed, this is not a good movie. Even
'straight' critics were of the opinion that Alicia's beauty is about
the only thing that saves it. Then there's Arnold Schwarzenegger and a
troop of toddlers in 'Kindergarten cop' and 'Marili', little-known but
probably worthwhile.

--

Saturday, 22.00, BBC2: Kindergarten cop (USA, 1990)
A cop (Arnold Schwarzenegger) goes undercover as a teacher in a 
kindergarten, hoping to find the woman and son of a drugs baron. 
girls: ****, quality ***1/2

Sunday, 23.05, BBC1: Scent of a woman (USA, 1992)
A student tries to make some money watching over a blind, retired
war veteran. It seems an easy job, but the man has other plans,
doing some business in New York. girls: **, quality: ***1/2

Monday, 21.00, RTL4: The crush (USA, 1993) - Alicia Silverstone (16c14)
A journalist moves into a small village, and the 14 year old daughter
of his landlady falls in love with him. She does everything to try to
get him, and when the man gets a girlfriend, she becomes devilish. If
she can't have him, nobody can... girls: ****, quality: *

Wednesday, 20.30, Veronica: Wildcats (USA, 1986) - Robin Lively (13),
 Brandy Gold (8)
A woman becomes the coach to a high school boy's football theme. The
girls play the woman's daughters. girls: ***1/2, quality: **

Thursday, 12.00, BBC2: The Bank Dick (USA, 1940) - Evelyn Del Rio
A rather worthless guy (W.C. Fields) accidentily stops a bank robbery, 
and gets a job as a security guard. Little plot, but great comedy - at
least for those who like W.C. Fields' atypical kind of humor. 
girls: ***, quality: ****

Friday, 14.35, ZDF: Marili (Germany, 1959) - Sabine Sinjen (15)
A writer finds and raises a girl who has run wild. girls: ****, quality: ?

Friday, 0.30, ARD: Lolita (UK, 1962) - Sue Lyon (15c12)
A man goes living with a woman and falls in love with her daughter. Just
to be able to stay with the daughter, he marries the mother, but she
dies. Then he starts a sexual affair with the daughter. After Nabokov's
famous novel. Unfortunately Sue looks older rather than younger than
her true 15. girls: *****, quality: ****

'Andre'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'PK1' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------

Just rented a great movie tonight, La Fracture du myocarde (aka Cross My 
Heart).  Very interesting story about a boy who's mother dies.  His 
friends all work together to hide this and keep him out of the 
orphanage.

I rented it a Hollywood Video (US video chain) so you might check there 
for a copy.  Hollywood Video usually has a good foreign movie section 
(at least the two I've been to did, local one even has My Life As A Dog, 
I love that movie)

To read more about La Fracture du myocarde, check the Internet Movie 
Database:

http://us.imdb.com/Title?Fracture+du+myocarde,+La+(1990)

'PK1'
---------------------------------------------------------------------



ends

alt.support.girl-lovers                         15th September 1998
-------------------------------------------------------------------
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   [ Line-lengths are creeping up again.  Try pasting
     your mailing into Notepad to see how it looks
     in a fixed font.  And please don't use indents
     or tabs to start a paragraph. ]


'Paddington' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

My last short posting must have been lost in cyberspace, so
again and further:

I was frightened and shocked by the news on Wednesday, 
sitting right on my desk at work and hear "At 6 o'clock the 
police has ... 20 countries ... at last 10,000 different
pictures to join the ring ... (see Ianthe's news-cuttings
_if_ you haven't heard this). It _is_ as I think naturally
one of the purposes to frighten also people like us, who
as I hope, do nothing harmful to children. I was in fear to
Sunday, as I got the last postings - so I'm _now_ sure
Ianthe is ok, not caught nor involved. But - no comment on 
the case in your postings - you prefer to ignore this?

I can't. I like to see happy children, clothed and naked, 
I have seen some indubitable porn, but beside my bodily
attraction to some of this stuff I don't want to see children
pressed into porno-productions. I'm sorry for the children,
and I'll fight against the porn-producer, child-abuser, 
where I find them.

It is, at least, a thread into more border-crossing hunt,
and, because the members of this porn-ring have used a so
much more sophisticated technology a thread for much louder
crying for cyber cops. 

--

To me: My wife has told me, that she has so much emotional 
trouble to live beside me and desire this other guy that 
she can't wait four or more years - the separation will
come earlier than we thought. I have a real good chance to
have my daughter after this, my wife in her rivalry has 
to much trouble with her and my daughter has a very strong
bond to me - may change next years. But, facing the fear 
not to know how the Internet works, how to stay anonym on 
the net and _and_ what I have written my wife has made an
ultimative demand: I have to leave this group, have to
avoid every kind of pictures which can be interpreted as
kiddie porn - and, because I love my daughter I'll do so.

So, with mourning in my soul, please, Ianthe, please delete
my account and every trace you may have from me. I'm sorry,
friends. If this list will stay online some years more
(and I hope so) I will come back later. I'll look for
Ianthe's website and, if I find them, in the archives ...

'Paddington', old and grey
------------------------------------------------------------------

   [ I'm very sorry to hear that, Paddington.  We wish you well,
     I'm sure. ]



'Flickorna' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------

Hi everyone! :)

My friend has an idea to create a resource for young people who feel 
they are victims of sexual abuse. Part of the aim of this website would 
be to educate youngsters and other people about the difference between 
sexual abuse of a minor and consensual sex with a minor. My friend who 
has been in contact with many teens has heard it again and again. Many 
teens think they were "abused" even though they consented to and enjoyed 
the experience. My friend cleared these teenagers up really fast that 
what they experienced was NOT abuse. These teens felt much better upon 
hearing this.

Another aim of this web site would be to include resources for young 
people who have encountered real abuse and give them ideas on what they 
can do. It will include ideas for young people who do not necessarily 
want to "turn in" their abusers and also people and agencies they can 
talk to if they feel it is necessary.

This site is not my idea. I am only volunteering to make it happen. 
Does anyone have any ideas or resources that might be helpful?

--

In other news...

I made friends with a really nice 10-year-old girl. :) She is really 
cool and friendly. Yes... I have a crush on her!!! I won't be able to 
see her often though. :(

--

'O'

Welcome to the list!

I think I understand the frustration that you described on 
the beach watching that girl. Please continue to post here. :)

'Flickorna'
-------------------------------------------------------------



'Toady' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------

Hi I'm 'Toady' that's not my real name as you probably concluded.  
I have an opening note for the current post and hopefully future 
posts.  This is that all names in all capital letters are fake.  
[Toady's name was in CAPS before I edited it].  Also once I 
start writing I tend to go on forever.  If you're able to bear 
with me you might enjoy what I have to say. You also may not.

I've been reading this newsletter for about a month and decided 
that it is time to introduce myself.  I'm a 20-something year old 
college student and working IT boffin, residing in the United States.  
My two favorite pastimes (besides trying to meet girls) are music and 
abstract mathematics, both areas of inquiry are comparable to young 
girls in that they contain the same pure beauty. 

I don't know about the rest of you, but there never was a time in my life
that I was not attracked to young girls.  I have three younger sisters who
are 2, 5, and 11 years younger than myself. Though I never found myself
attracker to any of my sisters, they would bring home some of the cutest
girls I had ever seen.  Though highschool I spent most of my time playing
with their friends, and trying to date younger girls.   I am pretty sure
that everyone in my immediate family and most of my close friends know I am
a pedophile.   Though I have never came out and said that I am my, past
speaks for itself. Among other things I used to have Stacy, the sister who
is 5 years young then myself invite girls her age over that I had met, but
was afraid to be seen with (for legal reasons of course).   Though she was
not ecstatic about the idea she would go along with it none the less.  

The main giveaway however, occurred during the summer vacation of my
freshmen year in college.  I went home for the summer and was living at my
parent's house. I met a 12 year old named Fina.  I first smiled at her when
I saw her walking down the street.  Later I saw her at a party and I talked
to her, ignoring the raised eyebrows of my friends (the number and
extravagance of rumors about myself was  increased exponentially that
night).   I realized she had managed to get really drunk, so I helped her
out (you know the classic vomiting, the "I'll never drink again", etc).  I
spent most of the summer with her.  She can from a single parent household
with an abusive alcoholic minimum wage earning mother. I met her mother and
told her that I was in school and she said, " well maybe you'll be a good
influence on her."  I couldn't believe it, I thought I was going to get
chastised.  I later found out that her mom simply did not care for her. 

Since she was an outcast both at school and at home, Fina began spending a
lot of time with me and at my house.  I was worried about what my parents
and siblings might do, given the fact that I was having a young girl stay
over for two or three days at a time.  They never said anything to me, and
they treated Fina nicely whenever she came over.  A guess they figured what
ever we were doing was our business.

Anyhow I have most of the same friends now as I did then.  I also have the
classic little-girl-ized computer (at home of course).  Most of my friends
know and don't either understand or don't care that I am a pedo.  If they
acknowledge this fact they do so in the form of good-natured ribbing.  For
instance a couple of days ago two of my friends were over and we were doing
the standard where should we go, what should we do routine and one of my
friends said "hey we could go to the mall and pick up on junior high
girls".  This of course was a jab at me, which I found relatively amusing.

I guess the point of this post is two fold the first is to properly
introduce myself, the second is to say that I feel that a person's choose
of friends has a lot to do with their perception of society and the
perception of its acceptance or lack their of.  This is why I decided to
post to this group.  

'Toady'
-----------------------------------------------------------------



'Andrej' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

'Simon' wrote:
>I think it is the other way round. In my eyes it is much more dangerous
>to have no contact to children because then you start living in an own
>fictional world in which children get attributes that they do not have.
>That may be quite true, I have noticed myself being in need of reality
>check many times. And especially when I don't have many experiences with
>children, I really don't know much about their world. I _have_ read
>books, but... you know what I mean.

Same with me. I have completely closed myself. Why? I am afraid of
having any contact with children and I cannot relate with adults and
their complicated worlds. I too read books about children and that's it.
Of course I wouldn't torture myself for too long without having a plan
for escaping this situation. I will stay in stupid USA for a few more
years, take my citizenship and go back to my lovely Europe (don't worry,
it's not Western Europe with almost the same laws like in the USA). But
it's sad and hard to be constantly avoiding those you love and care for
so much. When I came in the USA (don't ask me why 'cos I am asking that
question myself all the time, must be inexperience) that was the hardest
thing I had to do to stay 'within the law'. And it's hard, that's for
sure. It hurts so much when you are afraid even to look at that
beautiful lovely little angel without sensing the danger. But enough
about me. It is very depressing listening myself even to me. All the
best.

--

'O' writes:
>it's really hard to read all of your post. i really don't have time to
>flip through all. I have to be quite subversive about it. Anyways, my
>spelling is horriable so bear with me! I stopped at the shore and
>found myself wanting to get away from this love of mine and spend some
>time with myself! But of course, the shore during the summer is not a
>place to get away! i saw this one girl! she was beautiful, had to have
>been around 14, she was wearing a blue swim suit (two piece!) her lips
>were bright red from the water and her hair was long and gunked up by
>the water and salt! she was in the water right by me but yet i was
>frozen in fear. we took long gazing looks at each other but not a word
>was spoken! i spent about twenty minutes in the water. not saying a word
>and just once in a while gazing back at her. I had to get of the
>water... I layed down on my blanket trying to gather my thoughts as soon
>as i looked up her and her friend where wrestling in the sand, it was
>really too much, they stopped and got her mom to take a picture. i had
>to lay down again and close my eyes and pray that they left... i cried!
>i wished one or another thing would happen either i got to have her
>or something take this (lust) out of me ... i hate this silence!!!! it
>hurts!!!!!!

I too hate this silence which hurts so much. And the same thing
happened to me a few days ago. I knew from before that too crowded
places depress me a lot. But still while I was walking I decided to test
myself and to see my reaction when I go to the beach. All I did is I sat
down for a moment, saw a few pretty little girls, felt that my red
button alarm 'danger -don't look, don't think' went off and thought to
myself "this is not a place for me to be at", and that's all. Sure, I
felt bad for some time but I don't want to jeopardize my clean record as
long as I am in the USA. When I leave this blind, ignorant and dangerous
country, I am going to shout down all those stupid alarms that tells me
to feel dirty and bad and I am going to enjoy every second of friendship
with those little ones.

My god, how hard is even to approach kids here. I asked for info with
'Big Brother - Big Sister' and it is unbelievable what they ask from
you. I mean, I have no problems of them checking my name with the police
'cos I am clean but they want you to come to the classes, they want to
visit me at my home, to give them at least three references (not
including family members) whom they are going to call and ask am I okey
to work with the children, they want to know about you, your job,
hobbies, your everything. Like I am going to visit the White House or
something.

'O', please listen to me, try avoiding those places like beaches that
have such a strong effect on you. It is everything but easy to do that,
I know. I really cannot tell you anything better to do. I try to satisfy
my need for being with children by looking at the pictures of children
(from legal books and magazines like 'Vogue Bambini') and by reading the
books in which they themselves express their feelings and thoughts on
certain subject (my favorites: "Listen to Us!: Children's Express
Report" by Dorriet Kavanaugh (from 1978, ISBN: 0-89480-017-5) and
"Letters to Judy: What Your Kids Wish They Could Tell You" (from 1986).
   
I wish you all the best.

--

'GL7' wrote:
Please God, send me another precious gem, and I thank you with all my
heart for giving me a year of Paradise with Kim. I have much to be
grateful for.

That is a beautiful prayer of gratitude to the One that made us all.
After all, love is what Buddha, Jesus and others preached and love is
what we feel and what we give.

'Andrej'
-----------------------------------------------------------------



'Daveboy' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Hi Folks!

To any U.K subscribers, I've just seen a delivery vehicle on the 
road with the most beautiful picture on the rear door.

The picture must be about 7 feet x 5 feet and depicts two sweet 
pre-teens with the message. 'Aren't they worth a Raleigh? ' 
Obviously, the latest sales promotion by Raleigh Cycles.

If you catch sight of one of these vehicles be careful you don't 
drive off the road while you're admiring the view... (and don't 
forget to keep BOTH hands on the steering wheel!!  8-)  )

Anyone else seen this?

'Daveboy'
-----------------------------------------------------------------




'sLeepOVER' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

To 'Cipolin':  If I misread you regarding your comments to 'Sanctuary', 
then I am sorry.  I got the impression from your comments that you 
seem to think that gl's always have sex on their minds when they 
are around children.  I can't speak for 'Sanctuary' but I can 
assure you that's not the case with me.  That's not to say that 
I never think of them sexually because I do. ALLOT! :->  I'm just 
saying that to me, there's so much more to loving them and 
everyone else than that.  And believe me, there are many a 
time when the furthest thing from one's mind is sex, when it 
comes to children, no pun intended.<g>  In this regard, 
like most others, we are no different than anyone else.


I was visiting with my best friend the other day, via the 
Internet, when my 6-year-old daughter happened by, saw what 
I was doing, and quite literally demanded to speak to him, 
haha! :->  The trouble is that she is an extremely slow 
typist.  She was not to be dismissed so easily though; I 
was to go offline so she could call him - I think she may 
be developing a slight crush on him as, not two weeks ago, 
she insisted upon drawing him a picture and e-mailing it 
to him.

Anyway, she talked to him for a bit, then hung up, then 
called him back to ask why he hung up so fast, or something 
like that, hehe, apparently he got the impression that she 
had to hang up.<g>  What I found to be the neatest thing 
about this was that my oldest daughter - who loved talking 
with him until for some reason, when she started this 
puberty thing, stopped talking to him and most everyone 
else - asked to talk with him too! :->  If this sounds 
boring to anyone, I guess you had to be there.  I thought 
it was all quite charming, to say the least. :)  My kids 
all know about his pedophilia, and I'll be damned if they 
didn't - when told - take the attitude approximating, 
"So what?".

I only hope they keep this kind of attitude when they are 
grown members of society.  

--

'Misty Vain' wrote:  
>But how can I enjoy their presence, 
>when I don't know how to approach them... 

I'm afraid I'm not much help to you on that one.  My first 
response would be to simply go right up to them, but the 
community you live in might not approve of that.  Maybe 
you could get involved with some progressive youth programs 
in your area.  Most of them here will welcome suitable 
people with open arms, as they are almost always under-staffed.  
Sad, isn't it, that this world claims to love children, put
them first and foremost, yet has so little time for them?  
Mind you though, most will also run a thorough background 
check on you, but you should consider that a plus because 
it will allow you to feel more at ease with them. 

> I just don't feel much for older women. Maybe
>when I am in a night club and drunk I might see some charm
>in someone, but it will pass. And I haven't given it too 
>much thought, anyway.

"...The more I drink, the better you look..." LOL  I wouldn't 
give it another thought then either; be who you are, and t
ry to be happy. Look, some people have age preferences, 
others have gender preferences, still others have race 
preferences; it's all well and good, so long as all can 
accept the way they are.  My friend calls me a "poly-sexual" 
heheh, because to me it's all good! ;)  What society 
thinks of you is wrong, and you should dislike that, NOT yourself.

--

'O' wrote:
>i wished one or another thing would happen  either i got to have 
>her or something take this (lust) out of me ... i hate this silence!!!! 
>it hurts!!!!!!

Yes it does hurt sometimes.  You must find some way to balance 
these feelings with some positive ones. 

There seem to be many in this group who are either continually losing 
their lovers, or haven't yet had the chance to have a lover.  I wish 
I could relate tothis, but I can't; I've been blessed with a 
wonderful lover who's always been there for me, and I thank the 
Lord and Lady for this every day.  Still, maybe the following 
lyrics might help you along; they're about getting burned by 
love, yet just like a moth to a flame... heheh, but they're 
also about moving on, getting on with it.  It's kind of off-
topic, in that it's about an adult relationship, so it might 
get snipped. <g>

--

 The Heart Of The Matter, by Don Henley

I got the call today, I didn't wanna hear
But I knew that it would come
An old, true friend of ours was talkin' on the phone
She said you found someone
And I thought of all the bad luck,
and the struggles we went through
And how I lost me and you lost you
What are those voices outside love's open door
Make us throw off our contentment
and beg for something more?

I'm learning to live without you now
But I miss you sometimes
The more I know, the less I understand
All the things I thought I knew, I'm learning again
I've been tryin' to get down
to the heart of the matter
But my will gets weak
and my thoughts seem to scatter
But I think it's about forgiveness
Forgiveness
Even if, even if you don't love me anymore

These times are so uncertain
There's a yearning undefined
...people filled with rage
We all need a little tenderness
How can love survive in such a graceless age?
The trust and self-assurance that lead to happiness
They're the very things we kill, I guess
Pride and competition
cannot fill these empty arms
And the work I put between us
doesn't keep me warm

I'm learning to live without you now
But I miss you, baby
The more I know, the less I understand
All the things I thought I'd figured out
I have to learn again
I've been trying to get down
to the heart of the matter
But everything changes
and my friends seem to scatter
But I think it's about forgiveness
Forgiveness
Even if, even if you don't love me anymore

There are people in your life who've come and gone
They let you down and hurt your pride
Better put it all behind you; life goes on
You keep carryin' that anger, it'll eat you up inside

I've been trying to get down
to the heart of the matter
But my will gets weak
and my thoughts seem to scatter
But I think it's about forgiveness
Forgiveness
Even if, even if you don't love me

I've been tryin' to get down
to the heart of the matter
Because the flesh will get weak
and the ashes will scatter
So I'm thinkin' about forgiveness
Forgiveness
Even if, even if you don't love me

--

'Ian' wrote: 
>we need a sensationalistic positive happy 
>ending ped* movie to come out & maybe 
>include a love scene to show the whole p*edo thing as positive...  

IMO, "Laura" had a very positive ending, have you seen it?  It's a David 
Hamilton film, and _also IMO - quite beautiful.  It's been a very long 
time since I've seen it though, but still, I seem to rember it having a 
very nice ending.  Check it out. ;)

>Basically, we need to follow the Golden Rule - treat others as you >would 
>want them to treat you. In other words - LIVE (how you want)AND LET 
>(others) LIVE (how they choose), and be pro-choice and >pro-self-censoring.  

Hehehe, sounds like my credo; "An it harm none, do as ye will." You're 
not Wiccan by chance, are you? ;)

-- 

Lately, I've been wandering around in my head - we blonds do that 
sometimes - pondering over something.  I was thinking that there 
was perhaps a revolution of sorts starting to form, via the Internet.
I'm seeing more and more ped sites, and I'm talking about sites 
that are legal, legal in that they are "education-based" and not 
simply sites where you can view some pics or what-not.  Who the 
hell would've thought this possible, ten years ago!?  And when I 
visit various chat rooms, it just seems to me that people are 
ever-so-gradually "evolving" in their outlook on many things, 
most especially sexuality.  Has anyone else noticed this?  So, 
during an email chat with someone, I suggested that we are on 
the brink of a revolution, one triggered by the 'net, to which 
he rightfully pointed out to me that it was no revolution at 
all, because revolutions are about action, not merely sitting 
on one's ass, chatting.  But still, I wonder.... is micro-
evolution possible, via the 'net?  Is it possible that revolution 
itself might be subject to evolution?

The 'net is a trip!  I have been witness to some remarkable things like:

I would frequent "bi" chat rooms, and in those, there would always 
be the occasional surfer who'd enter and begin spewing forth all 
manner of condemnation.  And then of course, the "regulars" of 
the room would begin spewing back, heheh, but once in a while a 
"spewer" would start to listen to what was being said, and would 
actually come to first, an understanding of us, and second, an 
actual acceptance of us! :)  I've seen the same thing happen in 
the gay rooms I visit as well.

I'm also a tpl (theoretical physics lover) and I've noted changes 
taking place in these chats.  Theories we once would never admit 
that we even considered, these are now regularly being heatedly 
debated, and a good many of them are actually beginning to spill 
over into main-stream conjecture!

Has anyone else noticed this sh*t, or am I fooling myself again?  
Is the Internet - and its ever-expanding content - really producing 
a revolutionary evolution of sorts, or are we taking nothing 
away from our interaction with it?  I'm hoping for the former! 
:->

'sLeepOVER'
-----------------------------------------------------------------



'Sanctuary' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

'Rational' wrote:
>I wanted to be 100 percent sure it'd be legal in my country 
>(I think it would but I prefer to be sure...). I want us to share 
>our thoughts and experiences and I will very probably write 
>some poems too (I'm working...) I look forward to the next 
>posting. Girl-love Forever!!

Thankfully speech is still theoretically protected but still some
will judge you and treat you wrong if they knew about your
GL tendencies. Fortunately, you have a voice and lots of love
here :-)

--

'Misty Vain' wrote:
>I really don't know much about their world. I _have_ read books, 
>but... you know what I mean.

There is nothing like the joy of being allowed into their world
even for a moment. Remain (or become) available to them. 
Children love it when you treat them special.

--

'O' wrote:
>i cried! i wished one or another thing would happen   either 
>i got to have her or something take this (lust) out of me ... i 
>hate this silence!!!! it hurts!!!!!!

Then why not trying just to say "Hello" and go from there?
You have to start somewhere.

'Sanctuary'
-----------------------------------------------------------------




'Giggle Maker' (formerly known as Boojum Snark) writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

I haven't contributed in months, but I've been lurking all along.  
I hope y'all don't mind if I change my 'handle'.  

I like reading and writing about actual experiences with little
girls -- the good times (not sex, just fun).  There hasn't been much
of that sort of thing on this list recently.  I'd like to tell
everyone about two little girls I loved and lost this summer, but
please give me some feedback first.  Is anyone else interested in
reading that sort of thing?

   [ Sounds good to me, as long as it's all true. :) ]

--

'J-Fot' wrote:
>I have had quite a productive discussion with a man who responded 
>to my site and while he admits that a harmonious and positive 
>relationship may be probably positive, we still disagree on 
>this issue of the freedom of children and he claims that 
>parents have infinite right to forbid their child of anything thay 
>might find even slightly risky.

Ask him this: "If parents have the right to forbid their child, do
they have the right to allow the child?"  If not, it's not a
"right", it's simply the majority enforcing their notion of correct
morality on the minority.  In the USA parents have had their
children taken away, and have even been prosecuted, simply for
allowing their children to be sexually active.

You mention your website.  What is your URL?  Should I know already?
If so, I missed it.

--

'CR' wrote:
>Three books would be of interest to most people in this group. 
>They are:

>1: Dont Blame Me Daddy : False Accusations of Child Sexual Abuse; 
>Dean Tong

I highly recommend this book.  It was essential to me in my one
contact with the brown-shirts (Child Protection Agency).

--

'Freddy' wrote:
>Two things here - I find that when an 'outside' adult forms
>a relationship with any child, the parents often become
>jealous. That to me is the root of many problems. If your
>child loves me, they [may be more demonstrable with
>me than they are with the parents, at least in public], and
>"we can't have that". Sexual motivations are just an excuse
>to end the relationship. How can anyone possibly know
>what I think? And besides why can't these people trust their
>own child's judgment.

I've found that fathers are sometimes jealous of their girls'
friendship with another man.  I've never known a mother to feel that
way.  I've thought that maybe I should advise the girls not to be
affectionate with me when their father is around.  I've never
actually done so though.  I just don't like to suggest such thoughts
to a child.

In my experience single mothers are often happy to allow their
children to spend time with a man.  Sometimes they want a "father
figure" if the children rarely or never see their actual father, or
if the father is a jerk.

I have a close friend (one of only two people to whom I have
completely "come out") who lives in an inexpensive apartment in a
low-rent district.  She says it would be a paradise for me, because
the building is full of single mothers who are very frazzled
combining work and child-raising, and who would be delighted to have
a free babysitter.  If I were single, I think I'd move into that
building.

'Giggle Maker' (formerly known as Boojum Snark)
-----------------------------------------------------------------




'Cipolin' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Hi everyone -

- DAMIAN LOEB: artist -

I came across another artist today who may be of interest to some people on
this list.  DAMIAN LOEB is the artist the subject of the cover story in the
May-June 1998 issue of Flash Art:

 Flash Art (International ed.) vol.XXXI no.200, May-June 1998.

He works in a photo-realist style (amazing how some things go in and out of
fashion...) and of the five examples reproduced in Flash Art two included
nude girl subjects.  He borrows directly from culture, so one subject is
recognisable instantly as a David Hamilton subject (Age of Innocence,
p.140) while the other seems familiar but I can't quite pick it - a similar
pose to a Lewis Carroll photo (reproduced in Morten Cohen's Four nude
studies, plate III - girl reclining with hands behind head, knee bent).  
I haven't seen anything else by him.  If anyone has any additional
information on him please post it here.  Thanks.

ps. In the past I've occasionally posted other information on new artists
and references on ASGL-L but haven't had much response. If there's no
interest I won't bother posting this information here anymore. I'm not
whinging - I just don't want to be wasting my time :) 

Regards,

'Cipolin'

------------------------------------------------------------

   [ Please continue to send this kind of info.  I couldn't 
     find any pictures of his on the web, but this is the
     kind of "rare info" which might lead me to sources
     on the web which I would then share links to, on the
     Fresh Petal's "what's new" page. ]


'Seven' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

Loving little girls has its delights, but I've found it also is
a doomed relationship which simply can't last.
I suppose I've stumbled into the worst possible scenarios
that I could have expected. I've been in love with a girl for
about 9 or 10 years. I met her when she was 9 yo. and I
have literally seen her two or three times per week for all of
those nine + years. She has become so dear to me that
she is my heart and soul. Looking into her face is like 
walking outdoors and lifting my face up to the sun, the 
warmth and joy it gives me.

Yes, she's aware of how I feel, though I've never said
as much. We've been able to communicate on a different
level, almost psychic. It would be "inappropriate" to say 
such things. How I despise that word! That word and 
concept has been the thing that has kept us apart and at
arms length all these years. Though when she was younger,
I could hold her in my lap and hug her and play. I've never 
touched her sexually, but I have held her romantically which
she at one time allowed. Given her age at the time 
(about 11 or 12) I think she rather enjoyed the heady 
experience and flattery of being wooed by me. But she 
was always the one who was in control, because I have 
the utmost respect for her, I love her dearly.

She's almost 19 years old now. And we still flirt with each
other a lot. When I cross the line into being romantically
serious and hint of getting emotionally closer and talking
about what's in our hearts, she will break contact with me
and give me the "freeze" treatment for a week or two. 
She does this because that kind of relationship would be
inappropriate between us. For one thing, I'm married and
she places a strong emphasis on that fact. She wants that
same intimacy, but not with a married man twice her age.
She is now at the age where she is actively searching for
a mate and she wants children and to be a housewife.

It really tears me up inside to think out of all the possible
people she could choose to be with her, I'm disqualified.
We have off and on, e-mailed each other and chatted about
inane things. The last time though I mentioned my desire
to have a close friend that I could open up to and talk about
what's going on in my head.

She promptly showed this letter to her mother and I got
a fairly firm response from Mom telling me how inappropriate
that would be.

That pretty much has ended our friendship, at least for the 
foreseeable future. There really can't be anything there 
without a basic confidentiality and trust. I feel she betrayed me.
Sure I'm angry and she knows it. It was a very effective slap
in the face and a warning to back off.

So I'm backed off... I cry myself to sleep and wake up in the
morning to cry some more. Though this week I've gone into
a depression where I don't cry as much. I really don't feel
anything. It hurts too much to open up to the situation. I've
been trying my best to face the fact that I'll likely never have
her, the love of my life. She will give herself to some other
man who doesn't even know her or love her the way I do.
But I'm disqualified. I'll have to go on a long trip and get lost 
when that happens.

This is what I get for falling in love with a little girl.
Thanks for listening.

'Seven'
------------------------------------------------------------------




'Rational' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi all!

I only have a few days around and I already feel like this has 
always been my home. I barely have time to read all your 
messages but I always feel so close to your feelings and even 
most of the experiences that my heart feels real warmer and 
more alive in the precious instants I read about you, your 
girls, and our whole difficult life. Believe me it's great 
to feel among friends who share the most important thing: 
love (to pretty little girls, of course).

--

'Tr'Pakh' wrote:
> <joke snipped>
>That one had me rolling on the floor, for obvious reasons,
>but it also made me think... just how many parents (not to
>mention teachers, lawyers, judges, cops, "socialworkers")
>have no idea just how muchtheir kids already know about 
>sexuality? How many parents try to "protect" their children 
>from information regarding sex, only to find that their kids
>know more than they do?

I have to confess that the time I discovered this myself, I 
was a bit surprised myself (though I was some glad too, of 
course) because of all the bullsh*t you're told that children 
feel absolutely nothing toward their bodies, including 
sexuality. But I have to say one thing more that makes me 
specially delight on that joke (by the way, when I was a 
school kid myself I already knew a joke very much resembling 
this one). I know exactly the girl who would say that, who 
thinks like that and knows *that*. And she is one word: 
_beautiful_, and my present crush, too. She is 9, I first 
met her when she was 5 but fell for her when I really came 
to know her, this time last year if I can say a date, 
at her 8th (So sweet anniversary to me, 1 1/2 weeks ago!) 

Her name describes her from head to toe: the french word 
for "wished" which begins with a D. and who all of us 
should know better as *e*iree. I don't really know if 
she'd say that to her mom but she does think it for herself. 
Well, I'll talk about her and girls in general later. I 
have a poem I want to post. I never had been able to make 
paedo poems till I subscribed to ASGL, although I tried. 
Seems like now I know who will appreciate them. This one 
is from the series "Feelings" where I combine some nice 
encounter with a pretty girl somewhere and ideas on world 
and life. Making poems about deep long-lasting loves is 
still difficult, believe me.

--

-Feelings 1. 

               Too young
They say I can't love you
But I can't help it
You are so beautiful
So sweet, so tender
-
They say you are too young
But you and I know they are wrong
-
I just feel your brightful hair
And see your charming face
And my heartbeats shout what can't be heard
What they don't want to hear
-
They say you are too young
But you and I know they are wrong
-
We both know what we feel
What grows inside of us
Whenever we are near
And air boils in our heat
-
They say you are too young
But you and I know they are wrong
-
We know we breath this love
It's our life what they forbid
When they come suddenly and steal
The chance to ever touch and kiss
The delights of your skin

Rational

--

'GL7' wrote:
>I wish estrogen never existed. It destroys little girls.
>[...]
>Maybe little girls should be spayed (:-)when they turn 8
>[...]
>They lose that precious uninhibited sweetness

I disagree *in a few cases* I know the exception to this rule 
I normally accept myself. Her name's Y., and even though she 
is 12 and physically looks about 15 (estrogen...:-)), she's 
nearly as sweet as D. who is 9 and looks about 6. She's the 
second greatest crush I have now. I'll talk about her later, 
too. Now I'm ruunning out of time. It was nice to hear from 
you an I hope I'll hear more. This is just beautiful!!
Hope you find a pretty little girl,

'Rational'
------------------------------------------------------------------




'Misty Vain' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

'Ian' wrote:
>The problem with Lolita is, it is violent and ends negatively - that 
>part 
>is not good toward our cause or publicity on us - we need a 
>sensationalistic positive happy ending ped* movie to come out & maybe 

I think it is the other way around. As we all know, 'Lolita' is 
too much for some people even as it is, with the politically 
correct ending. A happy ending would only make it even more 
unrealistic for most. 

>include a love scene to show the whole p*edo thing as positive...   

... which the people would only see as intentionally 
over-provocative and they wouldn't see the point. 

>Brainwashed people believe what they're told.  Why don't we create 
positive 
>Public Relations for p*dophilia?!!

Allright, but in my opinion it needs too be done in a more 
delicate way. "Leon" is more like it. People don't probably 
even believe him being in love with Mathilda, but they do 
_suspect_ it, and that's the point of the film.

'Misty Vain'
--------------------------------------------------------------



'oskar' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

i haven't written for a long long time, i guess i can attribute that 
to laziness (i won't lie).  in the last post i read (i still need to 
catch up on a few) there were some things that i felt the need to say, 
and seeing as i have a whole lot of extra time that involves sitting 
in front of a computer and getting paid, here i go.

i'd really like to welcome 'o' to the group.  i myself am twenty, and 
at my college, have many times looked at girls and thought, what are 
their feelings about little girls (or children in general).  i am very 
anxious to hear your views.  a few of my friends that are girls know 
of my likings, but i have never really got into an in depth 
conversation with them so it will be good to hear from you.

Does anyone know what gallery in Manhattan the show of Brooke Shields 
at age 10 is at?

   [ It's linked on the Fresh Petals what's new page. ]

i want to talk to caxton about my experiences with my younger sister 
this summer, and also my older brother when i was younger, but i would 
rather wait and save it for another post. i guess this is just a 
posted reminder for me to do that. if i forget to write it would 
someone please remind me, because it is something i want to talk 
about, and get feedback.

--

A couple movie questions?

Is Lawn Dogs coming out in the USA? and if so, when?  someone wrote 
something about it's release, and i was wondering if there was any 
further information.

   [ It's been and gone (to video) I suspect ]

Also, has anyone heard anything more than i about Todd Solandz's 
(welcome to the dollhouse) new movie (opening around me i think 
October 26) Happiness? the only desciption i got of it was that it is 
about pedophilia in suburban new jersey.

   [ A rather gruesome movie ? ]

i hope that i will be writing more 

--

just a quick note:

'misty vain' wrote:
>It's wonderful that someone has the courage to have things like
>that! I wish I could do that someday, too.

I feel that i'm lucky to be able to put up little girl pictures on my 
wall and things like that.  i live in an environment where people are 
a lot more open-minded about such things.  on my wall now i have many 
pictures of little girls my favorites being a grid composed of 12 
pictures of two amazingly cute little girls from a recent 
back-to-school Gap kids ad run in the newspaper and a ck kids ad of 
... (i can't believe i can't think of her name--the girl in lawn 
dogs).  people see the pictures and say things like 'aren't they 
little girls'?  i just say yeah.  me, and now my roomates too, are 
getting a reputation of liking little girls.  i don't think many 
people understand the extent to which i like them though. i am very 
glad that i can be more open (not completely) about my feelings.  i 
know what it is like to not be able to. until i was 18, i had never 
told anyone of my feelings, i had recognized them for about 4-5 years, 
and it was terrible.  i thought that i was definitely the strangest 
person in the world.  i didn't think anyone else was like this.  i had 
never heard of the word pedophile (which now seems strange to me that 
i hadn't).  i found out that there were other people like me from this 
group, for which i will forever be grateful. 

i really wanted to tell someone, but i didn't think there was anyone i 
could tell. then i got to college. i found a friend that i could tell 
anything to, and it was the biggest emotional relief i have ever 
experienced. now i have someone to talk to about girls and such. i 
feel now more and more comfortable telling people, the more i see that 
they are accepting. i can understand situations where some are not 
able to tell people about their true feelings, and i feel sorry for 
them, because i know how it feels.  anyway, i went way off on a 
tangent. i wish i could write my feelings better.  i am a completely 
visual person, and i wish i could put the emotion into writing that i 
actually feel. i at least am able to put emotion into the visual arts- 
photography, painting, drawing etc.  i'm sorry for boring you all, and 
thank you all.

'oskar'
-----------------------------------------------------------------



'Tr'Pakh' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

The Jeremy Strohmeyer case will not go to trial, according
to CNN Interactive.  Strohmeyer pleaded guilty minutes before
the trial was to begin.  For those unfamiliar with the case,
more is available at:

        http://www.cnn.com/US/9809/08/briefs/casino.slaying.02/

The essence of the case is: LeRoy Iverson was gambling in the
early morning hours of 25 May 1997, and had left his daughter,
Sharice, in the children's arcade.  (That right there would
make me want to deck the father for his irresponsibility!!!)
The casino guards had told him three times to attend to her.
Security cameras show Strohmeyer making contact with her in
the arcade.  Some time later, he followed her into the women's
rest room, where he raped and strangled her.  A friend of
his walked in and saw the crime in progress but said nothing
(Nevada does not have a Good Samaritan law, so the friend
can't be prosecuted for not reporting the crime).

News like this just makes my blood boil, not just because
such a promising, beautiful young person has been snuffed out,
but because the media (and hence the general public) lump us,
with our kind, loving, affectionate feelings twoard children,
right into the same category as these cold, unfeeling,
murderous monsters.

An official website has been set up in memory of Sherrice, at:

        http://www.iverson.org/

containing links to other news coverage of the crime, and
information regarding a planned benefit concert in her honor.
There is also a petition to prosecute Strohmeyer's friend who
witnessed the crime but did not report it (You must be a Nevada
resident to sign the petition, since it is directed toward the
Las Vegas District Attourney).

Be well, all!

'Tr'Pakh'
-----------------------------------------------------------------



Isabel writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Dear all,

I'm going through a period of depression due to personal problems 
with 'K', so I'm afraid I've been neglecting asgl...

At least I've managed to translate the manifesto that came up after the
Barcelona conference on sexual liberation, at a meeting in the Basque 
Country.  Although E can write an article in good English, I can't 
translate on into good English.  Spanish seems to prefer very long 
sentences, while English prefers short ones, and in Spanish nouns are 
predominant, while English favors verbs and adjectives.  Anyway, E 
did the best I could.  I sent it to T.  He can put it into more 
easily-read English and circulate it in North-America.

I agree with what is said in the manifesto, but I'd like to add 'and 
all children' where 'all women and all men' are mentioned.  It will 
be discussed and officially adopted at the founding conference (yet 
to be determined when and where). 

Isabel

--
 
Here goes:

At the fiftieth anniversary of the Declaration of Human Rights, the
undersigned associations and individuals wish to express their discontent 
with the situation around the world in matters like the sexual freedom of 
human beings, within the frame of total individual freedom, in aspects like 
sexual option, sexual practices, sexual roles, etc.  None of these matters 
has been resolved or normalized. On the contrary, we have observed an 
involuting tendency, an increasing current of new-puritanism and political 
and moral conservatism, which originated as a neoliberal and comercial 
ideology in the socioeconomic field, and has reached the ideology and practice 
of some gay and lesbian associations.

This moral right-wing tendency is recuperating new atavisms and prejudices
from stages that have been overcome within individual sexual nature.  It is
also going deeply into the oppression of certain expressions of human
sexuality.
  
Consequently, the differentiated sexual behaviors continue to be loaded with
guilt and heterosexual adult sexuality is being presented as the only one
possible, good, sane and legal.  Vaginal penetration and male orgasm still
pretty much summarize western sexuality, thereby depriving the remaining
possible and real sex practices of social acceptability, moral legitimacy and
legal rights.

As a consequence, some groups of people see their right to a free and worthy
sex life non-aknowledged.  For instance, social recognition is still
being denied to the non-reproductive and differentiated sexuality of old
people; similarly, the sexuality of minors, prisoners and physically and
mentally handicapped people is being stopped and legally penalized.

In general, sensual and sexual expression is being forcibly relegated to the
strictest intimacy possible and to secrecy, starting from caresses and ending
with intercourse; this is proof of an atavistic and irrational shame and of
a most tremendous hypocrisy: society rejects publicly what it intimately 
desires.

The fear and the phobia of public expression of sexuality are even more
acute when it comes to gays and lesbians.  Homosexual sensuality, being 
socially different, if displayed in the streets, awakes the fears that were 
caused by a century-long oppression in the whole of society.  This 
extermination of sexual and sensual visibility is a necessary step for the 
ones that have made it their task to systematically deny the fundamental 
right of the individual to sexual freedom: what is not visible does not 
exist.

 Various are the facts that confirm the legitimacy of these tendencies:

* the scarce presence of sensuality and sexuality in the educational system
and when present, biased and strongly normalized.

* the shame for one's own body, the fear for nakedness and the penalization of
its public display.

* the identification of sensual visualization as a public scandal. 

* the stigmatization of sexually transmitted diseases and at this particular
historical moment, of AIDS.

* the constant conflicts about age of consent laws as well as the partial,
subjective and manipulative media intervention.
 
* the indistinctive criminalization of intergenerational relationships.

* the disappearance of physical contact in personal relationships (e.g.
friendships).

* the increasing number of attacks to gays, lesbians, transsexuals...

* the use of religious fundamentalism in order to oppress sexuality.

These phenomena are part of a process and of a social response that to the
most reactionary people are proof of a moral deprivation wave.  This argument
serves as an excuse to put restrictions on to people's sensual and
sexual behavior.  To these people, sexual desire isn't any more the motive for
the crime, but it's being treated as the crime itself, against which they must
fight. Just as the desire for financial profit isn't being condemned (on the
contrary, everyone considers it legitimate and it's protected by laws even
beyond other fundamental human rights), but fraudulent or criminal enrichment
is, we do not wish to see condemned any sexual desire acted upon without
violence, abuse, coercion or deception.

  We can't afford the luxury to renounce to the defense of sexual freedom for
the whole of humanity even if we have obtained specific successes within our
own circles.  Sexual freedom will not be real as long as homosexuality isn't
fully accepted; but we cannot become accusers of other realities in order to 
obtain social acceptance.  We know better than anyone the consequences of an
oppressed sexuality in childhood, in adolescence, in maturity.  Such suffering
isn't worthy of any human being.  All of us have the right to enjoy fully a
freely accepted, unconditional and respectful sexuality.

  We wish to share with you a social project which is common to all women 
and all men
who believe that the world we live in isn't the best possible.  Our input will
aim for a new ethics based on respect and the coexistance of sexual
diversities,  a new system of values in which sensuality will prevail as a
basis for the construction of a more solidary world, whose hierarchy will be
articulated upon the basic principles of freedom and equality for all
individuals and peoples on earth.  We defend the equal distribution of social
goods as a contribution to a sustainable development.  We want to open
ourselves to solidarity with every fight that attempts to reach full freedom
for every man and every woman.  If we suffer from racism, we cannot be racist;
if we 
are being discriminated, we cannot discriminate; if we are attacked, if we are
forgotten, if we are imprisoned, we cannot attack, nor forget, nor imprison. 
We claim the recognition of our rights, but not in order to assimilate
ourselves in the conductivism of the established institutions and norms nor in
the market nor in
competitiveness: we claim the specific acknowledgment of certain non-exclusive
 and non-excluding rights which the whole of society will benefit from.

  Therefore, we defend:

* The right to education about sensuality, including a sex education starting
from childhood, based on the knowledge of one's own body as a source of pleasure
and oriented towards the right to love as one wishes.  This sex education 
must be non-heterosexistic and non-discriminatory and present real sexual 
plurality.

* The right to access to a job without discrimination.  No labor profile
based on sexual behavior is acceptable.

* The right to live in a society with a sustainable development that makes
compatible, at a world scale, quality of life for women and men and for our
planet.

* The right to freely dispose of, use and enjoy one's own body.

* The right to personal dignity as well as physical integrity and security,
garantied by laws and governments.

* The right to one non-discriminatory age of consent regardless of different
sex practices. 

* The right to a worthy and respectable   view of all sexual options in the
media and any other social, public, scientific or art expression.

* The right to visibility and social respect for sensual expressions of any
kind in public places.

* The right to a non-discriminatory legislation in any aspect of the different
human sex practices.

  Likewise, we reject:

* The model of the gay community as a unique means for the liberation of
homosexual desire of men and women, since it does not contribute to sexual
liberation, it doesn't have any social project, it's being determined by
protectionism and corporativism and in practice winds up defending the
postulates of the society of consumption as a source of happiness and personal
liberation.

* Sexist militarism settled in a wide range of social sectors.

* The imposition of western sexual morale on the whole planet.


        Donostia (San Sebastian),
        March 14-15 1998

--                                                    

Isabel
------------------------------------------------------------------


ends

alt.support.girl-lovers                         17th September 1998
-------------------------------------------------------------------
http://www.duende.demon.co.uk/456.html    Last: 15th September 1998
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'Pingu' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------

This from a 1998 book on comics:

"...the (Italian comic) magazine Zora stars an extremely well-
developed vampiress, who, for example, in one story is forced 
to drink a youth serum which turns her into a 13-year-old 
nymphet.  The resulting sex scenes would have any UK or US 
publisher run out of town, yet these books are freely available 
at any Italian newsstand."

'Pingu'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Pandora' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

Hello all. Hope my letter finds you all warm, safe and happy wherever you 
may be. Our summer vacation was very nice,the kids, "MH" and I had a 
wonderful time. My divorce will soon be final and we can start our lives 
together without this "grey cloud", but enough of that. I have of come to 
you all in the search of some answers and hopefully some of you will 
either contact me directly or thru this forum, any help will be greatly 
appreciated.

Now on to the problem. I realise some of you are married or in 
long-term relationships with women. My problem and I do say mine,is 
this. How do you deal with the question of sex? Silly right? For me it 
has been awful,and I dont want another night of crying myself to 
sleep. The way "MH" deals with his desires is thru stories, our 
collection of photo-art books and the use of panties. He has never 
acted on them,which is probably the basis for our problem. Since he has 
never acted on his feelings he has buried them and made sex a very low 
priority in his life. Which I have commended him for it,but now it is 
causing problems for us. I have a very strong and active drive, and since 
we have gotten together I seem to have gotten almost nymph-like. Which we 
do joke about,another one of God's messed up jokes. And speaking of God's 
sense of humor, I have a 9 year old daughter from a previous marriage 
that he loves very much, as his own daughter and maybe more than that. 
I need some advice,if anyone is able to give it. I want to share my life 
with this man, but I don't want to feel like I am married to my toys.
LOL. Everyone here seems helpful and sympathetic to one another's plights. 
I know I am not a girl-lover, but I am in love with one and want to help 
him in anyway I can. Please,if any of you can help us please do. Thanx 
for listening, and blessed be wherever you are.

'Pandora'
---------------------------------------------------------------------


'Quilty' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------

Re: that phone company ad several correspondents were talking about,
there was a parody of it on E! Channel's _Talk Soup_ last week. The
girls were not as revealed, but it was funny. The punch line was  
the mom was a phone-sex operator!

Fans of those grotty gonks _The Olsen Twins_ will be ecstatic that they
have their own tv sitcom called _Two of a Kind_ starting on ABC on Fridays
at 8 p.m.

In the rest of the dismal fall tv season there's a glimmer in this
description:

_The Secret Dairy of Desmond Pfeiffer_ (Mondays at 9 on UPN):

"Chi McBride is the lead character: a butler in the Lincoln White House.
Mary Todd Lincoln is a jealous shrew and there's a hint that Honest Abe
is a pedophile."

Someone asked about _Lawn Dogs_. It came and went at the cinemas in the
US, but will doubtless be on video soon. My palms are already itching!

'Quilty'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Sanctuary' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

'Seven' wrote:
>This is what I get for falling in love with a little girl.

I'm sure you have a lot of happy memories, too. If 
we really respect our lovers then we will understand
that they are not obligated to return our love. I'm glad
she did for a while at least.

--

>I'm very sorry to hear that, Paddington.  We wish you well,
>I'm sure.

I will miss you. Your life has touched me as I have followed
it develop. I am sorry that you feel that you must suppress
certain feelings because your wife thinks they will harm your
daughter. Doesn't she see that your daughter *likes* you and
is *not* harmed? Your wife may have her lover if that is her choice
but it is wrong to impose her feelings on you and your daughter.
Perhaps after you have been apart for awhile will she forget
about it and let you and your daughter have a life together.

I hope you are still watching this group a little bit. Why don't
you know how to stay anonymous on the Internet? There are
ways.

---

'Andrej' wrote:
>It hurts so much when you are afraid even to look at that
>beautiful lovely little angel without sensing the danger.

Still, there are girls who need your smile and will appreciate
it. I hope you are able to see some of them before you
return to Europe.

--

I had a close call at work yesterday. I violated a
computer security rule and it almost bit me.

I was entering some data into a database and all of
a sudden some pieces of an email that I had received
earlier appeared in one of the fields. No one else
knew what was happening and I quickly recovered but
it was still scary. Does anybody know why this occurred?
I figure it has something to do with the swap file
(which I had not yet wiped) but I'm not sure.

--

B... has been keeping her distance these last few days.
She has not been cold but will not allow me to get any
closer either. The games that we played at first have
ceased because she don't want to be tickled and my
daughter keeps us from throwing clothes at each other
any more. I hope we can find some other common ground.
She hangs around my daughter quite a bit these days but
they are usually at B...'s house. I am going to just
back off and see if there is any interest in me at all. I 
will continue to be myself though and not hide.

'Sanctuary'
--------------------------------------------------------------------



'Freddy' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi everyone

To 'Giggle Maker': _ I for one would like to hear about your experiences 
with girls. Its good to read, and sometimes sad, how other people have 
coped with their feelings and of how they have been able to experience 
the joys of having little girls as close friends. So write away!!

I personally have had many relationships with girls, and although these
inevitably dissolve, due to aging or otherwise, I wouldn't give up any of
them. I don't really agree with those who wish that little girls would
remain so forever. Of course it sad when they grow up and no longer
cute, sweet little things. But I am glad to have played a part in their
lives and hope that they will be better adults for the experience. One
of the great things about loving little girls is that there will be
another one along in a minute. OK that sounds a bit bad, but its the joy
of watching them grow that is so delightful, and hurtful. Like us, they
have to have the chance to be adults themselves and to add their own
little pieces to the huge tapestry of history. We can be proud when one
of our little girls grows up and becomes a well adjusted and sensible
adult, because it was probably our love that helped them do so!!!
Having said all that!! I still miss the ones whom I no longer know.

I have been fortunate because I have been able to be involved in pre-teen
youth groups for many years of my life, although at the moment I am not.
There were usuallly quite a few girls whom I became close to. I find
that I have so much love to give that I am able to treat all the ones
who want me to love them the same. Although obviously there have always
been one or two very special ones. I will attempt to relate some of my
experiences, both good and bad, throught time and hopefully you will enjoy
them. 

The first girl I ever knew I loved was when I was 12 and she was
6. Of course being so young myself, did that make it ok? NO IT
DIDN'T!!!  My dad was always giving me into trouble for playing with
little girls. One day he commented on the fact that Debbie, my little
girlfriend, had been sitting on my knee outside and people would talk. 
(He's always worried by what other people think. I couldn't care less).
Debbie had one of those Mexican poncho things on and if he'd known where
my hand was, he would have died! :) .(I'll let you use your
imagination). Anyway my relationship with Debbie lasted over three years
before she moved away. :(  It was almost 20 years ago, but I still have
fond memories of her.

Recently I was on the bus when this beautiful little girl of about 10,
who was with her friends, spoke to me. I have seen her around and really
she should be one of my friends, becuase I sense that she is lively and
would be fun to be with! :)

Anyway that's really all. Its a shame that 'Paddington' has had to 
leave us.  Good luck to him and hopefully he will be back in the 
future. Bye for now,

'Freddy'
--------------------------------------------------------------------



'O' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------

Thanks for all the support! I really appreciate it, all of it! I 
think I found a happy medium,.... date older men/woman. Yes, I am 
denying my "desires". But i think i have a good spin on things! I can 
live without little girls... and it's better for me if i didn't indulge 
myself. NIce to look at.. but having a lover that young is (way beyond) 
out of the qeustion in my life! She wouldn't be able to handle all this 
passion i have! so for now,....  and i can anticipate some of the 
responses  "Why deny yourself?"  "little girls can handle passion"   
Well, i thank you for your support... i would love yopur your further of 
my descion... now that doesn't mean. I wouldn't want to be on this list! 
i love it!  i love hearing all you talk about it! i makes me feel 
better! 

'O'
------------------------------------------------------------------------



'Beamish' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

'Desire' wrote:
>Last week, the thing we all fear has happened to me. But, let's
>start at the beginning. I had gone to the swimming pool again, and
>noticed one girl ... we played together as if things belonged that way...
>Then it happened - we were laying on our backs in the undeep part of the
>water,
>and one of them noticed I had a bulge in my swimming pants....
>Unfortunately, we were not the only ones who had
>noticed. A pool attendant came up to me a bit later, and told me
>to come to his office. The police was called, and I was taken to the
>police office. Although, as the assistant public persecutor told
>me, no unlawful acts did take place, so I'm not charged with anything,
>the whole affair has still been officially recorded, and I have
>little doubt that it will be raked up if I ever again get arrested
>for pedophilia-related things. The only direct consequence is that
>I will be forbidden to go to the pool for some time - which may be
>only a few weeks, but may also be a year or even more.
>(I have received the letter, and it is a full year in fact)

Good Grief! Arrested because of an erection? What is this world
coming to! Most if not all males get erections when swimming. It's
*normal* for heaven sake! But I guess since you were horsing around
with the kids, the powers that be saw you as a predator. What a
bunch of bunk. I am so sorry this happened to you, and I am sorry
it's now quite possibly on your permanent record.

That is exactly the reason I am so guarded around children. Fear of
being misinterpreted by so called "well-meaning" adults. Your story
goes to show that peoples attitudes regarding friendships, even
casual ones, betwen children and adults is not to be tolerated, and
it makes me sick to my stomach just thinking about it. How I'd LOVE
to go to public swimming pools and admire the children while
getting a well needed tan, but as I am in a wheelchair, and can't
swim my way out of a paper bag, I am afraid I could fall into a
similar situation as yours. Keep the faith my friend. Don't let
them drag you down!

--

'Paddington' wrote:
>My wife has has made an
>ultimative demand: I have to leave this group, have to
>avoid every kind of pictures which can be interpreted as
>kiddie porn - and, because I love my daughter I'll do so.

Paddington, my friend, if you get this, I am SO sorry your wife has
forced your hand. Although I admire that you are doing so out of
love for your daughter. You will be missed alot. *HUGS*

--

'Giggle Maker' wrote:
>I like reading and writing about actual experiences with little
>girls -- the good times (not sex, just fun).  There hasn't been
>much
>of that sort of thing on this list recently.  I'd like to tell
>everyone about two little girls I loved and lost this summer, but
>please give me some feedback first.  Is anyone else interested in
>reading that sort of thing?

By all means, please DO relate your true-to-life girl-love stories
to us. There is so much wrong with the world that we need
reassurance that adult/child relationships can and do exist.

--

'Tr'Pakh' wrote:
>The Jeremy Strohmeyer case will not go to trial, according
>to CNN Interactive.  Strohmeyer pleaded guilty minutes before
>the trial was to begin.
>
>Security cameras show Strohmeyer making contact with her in
>the arcade.  Some time later, he followed her into the women's
>rest room, where he raped and strangled her.  A friend of
>his walked in and saw the crime in progress but said nothing
>(Nevada does not have a Good Samaritan law, so the friend
>can't be prosecuted for not reporting the crime).
>
>An official website has been set up in memory of Sherrice, at:
>
>        http://www.iverson.org/
>
>There is also a petition to prosecute Strohmeyer's friend who
>witnessed the crime but did not report it (You must be a Nevada
>resident to sign the petition, since it is directed toward the
>Las Vegas District Attourney).

Tr'Pakh, thanks for the Iverson website. I will look at it tonight.
There has been a lot of debate in Southern Nevada over who, besides
Strohmeyer, should be held accountable for Sherrice's death.
Personally, I think her dad, Strohmyer's friend David Cash, AND the
casino should ALL be held accountable. BUT, from the first hand
news that I have seen so far, none will be charged. (Although there
is rumor of pending civil suits.) The only good thing that came out
of thing that came out of the plea bargain was that Strohmeyer will
NEVER see the light of day again. He will die in prison, either of
old age, or be murdered by his fellow inmates, once he is released
into the "general population" after spending a lengthy time in
solitary confinement.

More Nevada casinos need to provide structured, monitored play
environments for children. There are way too few that do this.
ALSO, the curfew laws need to be strictly enforced. That arcade
should have never been open at that hour. That in itself could have
forced Sherrice's money-hungry father to take his kids up to his
hotel room and go to sleep, like all little kids should be doing at
1 a.m.

Also, just for clarification, the crime did *not* take place in Las
Vegas, rather it took place in Primm, NV on the Nevada/California
border. Casinos in Las Vegas *strictly* enforce curfew laws.

--

Okay, with all that out of the way, let me welcome all the new
subscribers, and to apologize for the time which has passed since
my last post. Now that Summer is over, I should have more time to
post. I really *do* love this group, and I'd hate to leave it. I
did so once before, and I almost did it a few weeks ago. But, now
that my crisis is all but a distant memory, and a valuable lesson
learned about having pictures of nude children on my computer has
been learned, it's time to get back into the swing of things. Oh,
the pictures to which I just referenced, were strictly nude posing
pics, nothing sexual. But, still, it's considered illegal to have
those on your computer, so I have removed them.

There is nothing worthwile to report in my life at the moment,
other than my little sister started Kindergarten this past week
along with our brother who started 1st grade. My, how they are
growing up so fast. It seems like yesterday they were just babies.
Although I don't live with them, I do enjoy tremendously the
limited time I spend with them. They are the apples of my eye, and
I love them very, very much. I would do no harm to them, and would
kill anyone who attempted to harm them, as well as die for them
myself. That is the mark of a true child-lover. Well, I think my
post has been long enough, so goodbye for now. *smile*

'Beamish'
----------------------------------------------------------------


'Sunstorm' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------

  "Then comes the day... when you know you are wretched and 
  poor and miserable and blind and naked, and with the visage 
  of a gruesome, grieving ghost you go shuddering through 
  nightmare life."  -- Jack Kerouac.

--

I feel sick at my heart. I had a wonderful few days this summer with my
little 9 yr. old. We skinny dipped together in the middle of a lake, we sat
around eating sandwiches, she, naked from the waist up, unconcerned,
beautiful and natural. I brushed the wet hair from her shoulders to better
see her beautiful body. We shared a kind of father-daughter intimacy I had
only dreamed of before. I had hoped this was the beginning of something
truly wonderful that would grow even stronger as time went by.

Her parents seemed for the most part unconcerned about our infatuation with
eachother, which has been going on for some years now. However, they were 
over here not long ago and suspicion and mistrust has once again reared 
its ugly head.

My girl told me that her mother did not want her to be alone with me while
in the house, but that her siblings must accompany her. She told me her
mother asked if she was "mad at me for any reason." This pathetic question
was obviously asked in the hope of soliciting a response which would
indicate that I had in some way secretly forced some sexual indignity on
her which made her feel badly and made her mad at me. I was shocked to hear
this. How could she imagine that I would do any such thing? My God, I am
the child's slave! Whatever openess we shared was initiated by her, not
demanded by me.

I asked my little one straight out: Why? "I guess she doesn't trust you,"
she answered. I spent a miserable day trying to be with her, yet trying not
to be conspicuoulsly alone with her. She seemed distant, and although she
wanted to play, was not close. The combination of feeling mistrusted and
rejected was almost too much to bear. Not only was it humiliating to be
thought of as a potential molester, but the fear that _any_ intimacy , such
as being naked in front of each other as we had been this summer, would be
construed as punishable and loathsome has made me scared and sick inside.

There are some country fairs coming up. I was expecting to be invited to
attend with them, but they have been pointedly silent. I have stumbled
through the week in a daze, unable to concentrate, wondering what they are
thinking, what they are saying about me, wondering what poison they are
filling my little girl's head with.

As usual for us miserable creatures, there is only one answer: Give up,
back off, remain silent, don't give yourself away, don't let them have any
idea of the suffering and loss you feel.

Oddly, I have no interest in making connections with other lg's. This
relationship has surpassed anything I could have imagined. I still have
hope for the long term. I know Lo still cares. I wait in silent pain for
her to grow up, for her to become old enough to have a serious conversation
about these things, for her to be old enough to stand up against them , old
enough to make her own choices. I am going to know her years from now,
there is no question of that. What will be, one cannot know. At best it
will be a long, difficult struggle with society, parents, and even Lo
herself. I don't know if I can take it.

--

'Seven' wrote:
>So I'm backed off... I cry myself to sleep and wake up in the
>morning to cry some more. Though this week I've gone into
>a depression where I don't cry as much. I really don't feel
>anything. It hurts too much to open up to the situation.

This is so true. It is too painful to actually accept, it is too impossible
to believe that the heart you entrusted to a little girl years ago has been
rejected or crushed. Even if half the fault is society's or parent's, it
makes it not much easier.

In your case 'Seven', I think you have little to gain by holding on to this
love. Let it go, and let your tears flow for as long as they will. I will
cry with you.

'Sunstorm'
-----------------------------------------------------------------



'Dragon' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

I just moved into a new apartment, two months ago. I've tried to meet
my neighbors, but most don't want to be social. A week ago, a mother
and her 9 yo daughter moved into the apartment my nearest (and rudest)
neighbors vacated.

They apparently don't have many friends, since they were doing all the
moving themselves. I wanted to go out and introduce myself, but
hesitated, after the cold shoulder I got from my other neighbors. So I
just watched from my window as they hauled in boxes from a u-haul
trailer. As they moved on to larger stuff, the little girl was
struggling, so I went out and offered to help. They gratefully
accepted, and exchanged introductions. I'll call them Linda (mother)
and Tina (daughter).

We spent the day unloading and returning the trailer, then arranging
their apartment.I got to know them very well. Linda works in the
medical field, and Tina is a fourth-grader interested in English and
gymnastics and bowling. She has blond hair, blue eyes, and the cutest
smile I've ever seen.

I invited them over that evening for pizza and TV and they accepted
(they didn't have cable hooked up yet, a situation totally
unacceptable to Tina). We had a great time, and I'm invited over for a
home-cooked dinner next weekend.

I think I'm going to like my new apartment after all!

'Dragon'
----------------------------------------------------------------------
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   [ Press-cuttings round-up ]


* Judge rules fondling children isn't sexual abuse
* Psychology a fake science that abuses public, says expert
* Surge in trials for child sex, decline in convictions
* Board claims "can detect hidden sexual predators"
* Feds drop child-pornography charges in UAF case
* Civil rights group backs encryption
* Survey shows many parents ignorant about children's net use
* World still can't agree on porn and crypto
* UK police try to get tapping agreement from ISPs
* Snippets
* Editorial
* Books

----------------------------------------------------------------



USA, Sept 12th:

 Judge rules fondling children isn't sexual abuse,
 cites cultural differences

Sept 11th, 1998

                             A judge's has ruled that a man's
fondling of his two children was not sexual abuse because
such behavior is culturally acceptable in his native Sicily.

Chicago Juvenile Court Judge Fe Fernandez ruled in February 
that the father's alleged actions -- tweaking his 10-year-old
daughter's breasts and buttocks and his 8-year-old son's
genitals -- were clearly inappropriate and, along with
reports of physical violence, contributed to an injurious
environment.

 She decided, however, that the fondling was not for
"physical gratification" and did not rise to the level of
sexual abuse because of the father's Sicilian background.

 Fernandez declined to be interviewed, telling the *Chicago
Tribune* in a story Friday, "I cannot comment on a pending
case."

 The judge ordered the children removed from the home but
allowed the father unsupervised overnight visits. An
appeals court blocked the judge's ruling pending legal
arguments. No date has been set.

 In her ruling, the judge said, "This might be something
that the father might be brought up thinking that this is
cute -- you pat somebody on the butt or you grab them in
the breast area." But she said the father should know that
fondling is inappropriate in the United States.

 No criminal charges were filed.

 The father's attorney, John Gonnella, said he had grown up
in an Italian family. "In terms of expression," he said,
"pinching your daughter's buttocks or saying she has a cute
butt is a term of affection."

--

London, 12th Sept:

_Psychology a fake science that abuses public, says expert_

MOST psychologists tell us nothing we did not already know
and are practising a "fake science", a professor in the
discipline has said.

 In a scathing attack on psychology, he accused his peers
of producing "banal ideas" wrapped in needlessly mystifying
language aimed at making themselves appear more scientific
than they are. He called for a revolution in psychology
that would "recognise that people are human beings" and
that psychological treatments often make people worse.

 Prof Ian Parker, of Bolton Institute, said: "Not only are
people persuaded [by psychologists] that social problems
are their own individual psychological problems, but
terrible treatments are given to them, sometimes with
irreversible effects."

 Prof Parker told the British Association for the Advancement 
of Science meeting in Cardiff that there is a growing feeling 
within psychology that is has nothing useful to offer. 
He said many people suffer at the hands of psychologists
because of "nonsense peddled in advice columns and chat
shows" and claimed that some patients are brutalised
through drugs and electric shock treatments. 

 He said: "Many people have been used and abused by
psychologists. An increasing number of academics and
professionals are complaining that psychological theory and
practice is so banal as to hardly differ from common sense
or jargonised as to be useless except to a specialist group.

 "Mainstream psychology has a quite mistaken image of the
way the natural sciences operate and it has built itself as
a fake science because it is obsessed with that mistaken
image."

--

Australia: 

 _Surge in trials for child sex, but less convictions_

 Child sexual assault criminal trials now comprise nearly
 half the cases brought before judges in the District Courts
 of New South Wales, Australia.

         Figures from the office of the Director of Public
Prosecutions also show nearly a third of criminal trials in
District Courts around western Sydney involved sexual
assault, while they comprise nearly 16 per cent in the
Sydney District Court.

 Child sexual assault cases form the overwhelming majority
of sexual assault trials, and the number of prosecution
briefs for child sexual assault in the District Court has
climbed dramatically. 

 Legal and welfare workers believe the rise in child sexual
assault cases stemmed from heightened public awareness
following massive publicity about pedophilia in NSW during
the Woods Royal Commission into the police service and the
annual September police sexual abuse phone-in, Operation
Paradox.

 Now in its ninth year, Operation Paradox has seen sexual
abuse phone calls climb from 756 in 1996 to 1,450 last
year. Last week's phone-in led to 1,277 calls and police
are arresting about 50 people a month.

 The chairperson of the NSW Child Protection Council, Ms
Judy Cashmore, said the rise in child sexual assault cases
coming to trial also lay in legislative reforms in the late
1980s and early 1990s that eased restrictions on children's
evidence.

 But despite making it easier to convict, conviction rates 
at child sexual assault trials are still much lower than 
for other crimes - currently 33 percent compared with 45
percent, according to the office of the Director of Public 
Prosecutions (DPP).

 And the conviction rates have been falling over the past
15 years - from 58.8percent in the early 1980s to about
38percent in the early 1990s.

 Research by Mr Philip Dart, assistant solicitor to the DPP, 
has shown an average lag of two to three years between the 
child's disclosure of sexual abuse and a trial.

--

September 7, 1998   

 _Board will map profile of sexual predators_

 Panel will establish guidelines to determine which
 offenders will be classified as violent sexual offenders 

BOISE - A new state board is ready to begin sketching a
portrait of the violent sexual predators who might endanger
children and others once they clear the prison gates and
return to the community.
  
An assesment by the The Sexual Offender Classification 
Board will be considered by the parole commission.

At least for now, the board will only decide which
offenders will be designated sexual psychopaths, having 
to register with authorities every 90 days for the 
rest of their lives.

In addition to an evaluation by the board, all sex
offenders must undergo a psychosexual test as they begin
their sentences. Those suspected of being predators are
administered a second test before release. The board must 
set criteria for those tests as well.
 
But Idaho's new scheme stops short of giving the board
authority to decide whether sex offenders can be kept
behind bars even after they have completed their full
prison sentence.
 
Washington, Arizona, California, Kansas, Minnesota and 
Wisconsin also have such laws and over a half-dozen other 
states are pressing for them.

The American Civil Liberties Union opposed the Kansas law
as unconstitutional and questions any similar application
in Idaho.
 
"We recognize that some violent sex offenders can cause
problems and it's difficult to know who they are,"
Director Jack Van Valkenburgh said. "But it's a charge
that they've already served time on. Nobody should be held
in confinement without due process of law."

--

USA: Sept 10th
  
 _Feds drop child-pornography charges in UAF case _

AP:  FAIRBANKS - With no confidence that an appeal would go
their way, federal prosecutors have decided to drop
child-pornography charges against a former University of
Alaska Fairbanks employee.

William Tuttle, 48, had been accused of downloading child
pornography on his work computer at the university.

The U.S. attorney's office said Tuesday it thought a
crucial appeal stood little chance of succeeding before the
9th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals.

Tuttle fought the charges through state and federal court.

He found little joy in the decision clearing him.
"Big deal. My life is a wreck, my daughter does not live
with me anymore," he said. "My job and reputation are just
slaughtered."

In June 1997 University of Alaska Fairbanks police seized
personal computer disks from a filing cabinet in a
warrantless search of Tuttle's computer and workplace area.
A state judge upheld the search, saying the university had
the right to monitor work performance.

The case attracted the attention of federal authorities,
who charged Tuttle with three felony counts. The state then
dropped its misdemeanor case.

But federal prosecution hit a fatal snag when Sedwick ruled
that the university needed court permission before it could
view the contents of the seized disks.

Sedwick said Tuttle should not have expected privacy in his
office. But a simultaneous search - with a warrant - of
Tuttle's house made the matter a criminal investigation.
Once that happened, Sedwick ruled, police needed court
permission to view the disks.

"Had we not obtained a warrant, our position is we'd be on
very clear ground and the case would go forward," Skroki
said.

Tuttle has testified in state court that he surfed the
Internet for child pornography during work hours because he
wanted to show others how accessible the material was.
Tuttle said he will pursue an unlawful firing grievance
against UAF.

Fairbanks District Attorney Harry Davis said he doubts the
state could pick up prosecution of Tuttle, though he said
he needs to review why federal prosecutors dropped their
appeal.

"State statute precludes state prosecution after an
acquittal in federal court," Davis said, noting that a
federal dismissal on the merits of the case amounts to the
same thing.

--

UK: 19th Sept

_Civil rights group backs encryption_ 

A coalition of lobby groups, including Human Rights Watch,
is urging governments not to tighten laws limiting the
export of encryption. 

Human Rights Watch says encryption - and cryptographic
products - are critical to the ability of human rights
defenders around the world "to transmit sensitive
information without detection by repressive governments." 

Representatives of 33 countries are meeting in Vienna to
review the 1996 Wassenaar Arrangement, which aims to limit
the export of "conventional weapons and sensitive dual-use
technologies."

Powerful encryption software, designed to prevent anyone
except the designated receiver from intercepting and
reading messages, has been treated as a weapon requiring an
export license by some of the countries who signed the
arrangement, including the US.

The Global Internet Liberty Campaign, an umbrella
organization backed by Human Rights Watch, fears that the
US, France, Australia and other countries with
comparatively restrictive controls could encourage others
to follow their lead.

On Wednesday, the US loosened its export restrictions
slightly, allowing American companies to export 56-bit
encryption to all but a few 'rogue nations', but many
experts say this level of encryption can easily be broken
by a determined individual or organization.

The Electronic Freedom Foundation, one of the members of
the GILC, was not impressed by the new law.  "It continues 
to sacrifice privacy and security for law enforcement 
and intelligence agency convenience," the Foundation said.

--

USA: 18th Sept:

 NEW YORK -- - Most parents are aware of "dangerous"
material on the Internet -- but only half know how much
time their kids spend online, or how they are spending
their time using the Internet, according to a new study by
a web censorship software provider.

    Over 70 percent of parents questioned said that their
children access the Internet at home, with 21 percent
saying that their children are online less than 3 hours per
week, and 11 percent reporting that their children are on
the Internet more than 10 hours per week.

    But 50 percent said that they did not know how much
time their children were spending online, according to
SurfWatch Software.

    The results were based on a survey of less than 
1,000 US home computer users.

--

Europe: 18th Sept

    BERLIN -- Europe, North America and Japan moved a step
closer Thursday to agreeing ground rules for Internet use
and electronic commerce, but big differences remain on such 
key issues as encryption and pornography. 

    Although there were no firm accords, most
industrialized nations reached a consensus that e-commerce
should be free of special taxes and personal information
must be protected from misuse, according to delegates at
the ninth International Information Industry Conference. 

    However, clear differences remain on questions of
securing digital data and dealing with pornography or other
unwanted online material, and any further progress is
likely to come very slowly, many participants said.

 An IIIC protocol set out broad recommendations about
online security as well as issues of privacy and taxation. 

    The IIIC protocol also says that individuals should have
recourse in cases of abuse of personal information, but it
is unclear to what authority people could turn, what
penalties violators should face and how they could be
enforced.

    It was backed by the Organisation for Economic
Cooperation and Development and the World Trade 
Organisation as well as by computer companies including 
IBM Corp, Toshiba Corp and France Telecom SA.

    Government representatives from Germany, Japan, the
European Union, and Canada also backed the recommendations.

--

UK: 17th Sept

  The police, MI5 and the Home Office are trying to push
through a scheme to pressure other service providers to
hand over private e-mail information without the court
order that is required for telephone calls and the mail.
Are the police taking liberties with our privacy? Duncan
Campbell reports.

      _Police tighten the Net _
  
      TWO WEEKS AGO in the dim hours before dawn, 30 police
entered one of Britain's biggest Internet companies, and
seized computers and computer logs. It was Britain's
largest-ever Internet raid - and although it was part of
the well-publicised Operation Cathedral investigation of
the international "Wonderland" child porn ring, the raid
has gone unreported, until now. 

   [ Ianthe's note: a disclaimer elsewhere in the Guardian
     claimed that this was not the case and the raid didn't
     happen. ]

But the inclusion of one of the biggest ISPs (Internet
service providers) in Britain in a major child porn raid
has sent a timely, clear and frightening message to
industry insiders. The "Wonderland" raids, organised by
Britain's National Criminal Intelligence Service (NCIS),
took place just days before a police, MI5 and industry
discussion group is due to meet to agree "law enforcement"
access to private information about the Net and its users. 
This afternoon in London, an informal group convened by
Acpo, the Association of Chief Police Officers, is holding
a press conference to announce its plans to introduce a
private "memorandum of understanding" about police access
to e-mail users' identities, activities and messages. Over
the next three weeks, senior police officers and key
industry figures will host three seminars in Edinburgh,
Manchester and London to be addressed by police, industry
and prosecution computer specialists. The seminars are
being run by a group called the "Acpo, ISP and Government
Forum". The press, public, lawyers and defence computer
legal specialists are excluded. 

"The ISP industry is being privately pressurised into
revealing information that others would not reveal as a
matter of course," says one senior ISP manager who has
followed the police-ISP negotiations. 

If the ISP industry were to go along with the current
police position, then ISPs will soon be routinely sent
electronic forms under the Data Protection Act, certifying
that the police needed the information requested for the
prevention or detection of crime. The forms were first
introduced in 1994, but had to be extensively revised after
being shown to the office of the Data Protection Registrar,
Elizabeth France.
 
According to her office, the section of the Act being used
"was intended as an exceptional measure and not as a
routine tool ... it should not be seen as an easier
approach than a court order."

"We say it time and time again - information can only be
released on a case by case basis. Fishing expeditions are
not allowed", France said this week - although they may
have happened in the past.

"It is important that [e-mail] has the same level of
protection for individuals as for any other communications
like mail and telephone calls". 

Although the proposed Data Protection Act forms certify
that the information is required for a specific case, they
also say that information passed "may be used for any other
investigation". The forms have to be countersigned, but do
not require the signature of a rank higher than an
inspector. 

If successful, the Acpo initiative would mean that the
contents of e-mail, unlike ordinary mail or telephone
conversations, could when requested in this way be
intercepted and read without a warrant from the Home
Secretary. 

It would also mean that it could be produced as evidence in
court, unlike normal mail intercepts or phone taps. Police
sources say, however, that they would not expect access to
e-mail as it was being sent (as opposed to stored e-mail)
unless they had a normal phone-tap warrant. But the Home
Office is currently reviewing the Interception of
Communications Act. Home Secretary Jack Straw revealed
during this month's emergency debate on terrorism that a
review of the Act, including necessary technological
changes, has been under way since July. It is understood
that this includes reviewing whether or not e-mail should
be treated the same way as ordinary mail. 

The problem for ISPs is not that they object to court
orders or police search warrants being used when they are
asked for evidence of serious Net-related crime, but that
the threat of disruptive police raids is being quietly used
to obtain more extensive information, without legal powers
or adequate justification. 

"We've had any number of cases when police have come and
asked 'tell us about all your subscribers who are living in
Warwickshire' ", says one member of the Acpo-ISP group. The
problems are that the information may not exist, may not be
obtainable, or, if it did exist, would be illegal to hand
over. 

The worry for legal specialists is that public concern
about paedophile activities in particular could result in
ill-advised police-industry agreements sidestepping privacy
laws and good practice. 

"A mood of public alarm taken together with a poorly
developed forensic science is the most dangerous
combination imaginable for miscarriages of justice," says
Peter Sommer, a computer forensics research fellow at the
London School of Economics and defence legal specialist.
"Those factors have historically led to some of the gravest
judicial errors in our history." 

This month's raid on the ISP may be a case in point. The
company maintains that the police went for the wrong
target, based on a misunderstanding about how its part of
the Net was engineered and whether or not its employees
would have known what specific users were doing. 
Since "computer forensics is in its infancy", says Sommer,
the right way forward is to legislate and to introduce
codes of practice such as are already in use under the
Police and Criminal Evidence Act. "We need to regularise
law enforcement access to and use of computer-derived
evidence. The result will be all the stronger for having
been the result of democratic scrutiny, rather than cosy
discussions between a police lobby group and a few ISPs." 
Police officers face serious problems investigating
Net-based crime, given the diversity of size,
sophistication and outlook among ISPs. Even if Acpo does
obtain a "memorandum of understanding" signed by key
industry bodies, this would not be binding on any company
providing services. Many on the ISP side say privately that
the description is inappropriate. They have asked Acpo to
reconstitute the proposed "agreement" as a "guide to best
practice" in providing information to the police. 

Further problems were highlighted at a meeting between
police, Home Office, MI5 and industry specialists held at
Scotland Yard three months ago to discuss what information
ISPs could and should make available. The police and
government side asked for "all e-mail sent in the last week
to be recorded as a matter of routine". Another "desirable
facility" was "the ability to turn on logging of all
incoming e-mail for a customer account".

But the ISP representatives explained that these records
were not normally kept at many ISPs and that creating them
for routine police or MI5 use would be costly. The ISPs
were however "happy to do work that has little or no cost
implication and is clearly legal". 

Detective Chief Superintendent Keith Akerman of Hampshire
Police, chairman of the Acpo computer crimes group, told
Computing magazine: "We want to ensure the criminal doesn't
take best advantage of the Internet, without government
using the sledgehammer of regulation." 

Acpo was unwilling this week to release any drafts of the
proposed memorandum of understanding, or to provide copies
of the form that Acpo has already drafted to be used by
police forces seeking Net information. The form is based on
a system now widely used to get lists of telephone numbers
called from BT and other telecoms providers without Home
Secretary warrants or court orders, which was revealed in
OnLine in September last year. 

Apart from suspicion in some parts of the industry and
reluctance in others, the Acpo and government initiative to
access e-mail information also faces the problem that a new
EU directive on communications privacy comes into force in
less than two months. The directive says that: "Member
States shall ensure via national regulations the
confidentiality of communications by means of public
telecommunications network and publicly available
telecommunications services. In particular, they shall
prohibit listening, tapping, storage or other kinds of
interception or surveillance of communications, by other
than users, without the consent of the users concerned,
except when legally authorised."

"There's not much left for a 'memorandum of understanding'
to cover," says LSE's Sommer. He suspects that, with the
directive, a new Data Protection Act and a Home Office
review of the interception of communications act due in the
next three months, the "cosy agreements" between Acpo and
ISPs may be as futile to the police as they are aggravating
to Net civil liberties and privacy campaigners.

-----------------------------------------------------------



Snippets:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Japan: Sept 98

The National Police Agency said in its 1998 annual white
paper on crime -- approved by the Cabinet on Friday -- that
263 individuals were arrested or questioned by police in 
connection with high-tech crimes in 1997. 

--

Russia: 11th Sept

More Than 120,000 Russian Children Roam the Streets 
ST. PETERSBURG, Russia 

Some 124,000 Russian children live in the streets and have
little or no contact with their families, according to an
official count debated during an international conference
on the subject Tuesday.  -- (Agence France Presse) 

--

USA: Sept 18th

A bill that would protect children from those who use 
the Internet to contact them was passed unanimously
Thursday by the Senate Law and Public Safety Committee.

The legislation -- co-sponsored by Assemblywoman Rose
Marie Heck, R-Hasbrouck Heights, and Assemblyman Guy F.
Talarico, R-Oradell -- would criminalize using a computer
to lure a child into sexual activity. The act would be
punishable by up to five to 10 years in prison and a
$100,000 fine.

--

USA , 17th Sept

FORT WORTH, Texas -- A man and woman accused of sexually
molesting their three children over several years contend
they were merely trying to teach them sex education, police
say.

The children -- a 17-year-old boy and two girls, 13 and 15
-- were removed from their home after the arrest of their
stepfather, a 34-year-old maintenance man, over the
weekend. Police arrested the children's mother yesterday.

According to police, the couple began teaching the
children about sex when they turned 10. Among other things,
they had sex in front of them, molested them and instructed
them in the use of sex aids, police said.

The stepfather denied having intercourse with the
children, but admitted demonstrating to the girls what they
should not allow boys to do, police said.

The case came to light after the 13-year-old told a
friend, police said.

--

USA: 16th Sept

    SAN FRANCISCO - Kenneth Starr's report has exposed more
than President Clinton's sexual preferences, or Monica
Lewinsky's taste in underwear. It has also exposed a double
standard among legislators who have proposed regulating
Internet content, says one observer of the digital
community. 
    
    "A number of the very same politicians who are behind
bills that would restrict access to the Internet in the
name of pornography voted to place the Starr document --
the contents of which fulfill these politicians' own
definition of pornography-on the Internet, with no
restrictions," said Stanton McCandlish, program director
of the Electronic Frontier Foundation. 
    
    "It's hard for a lot of legislators to grasp what the
legislation they sign off on can do -- and not do,"
McCandlish said. The EFF is set to release a critical
statement later Tuesday that analyzes the issues raised by
the publication of Starr's report on the Internet.

--

UK: Sept 12

  A DETECTIVE working for the National Criminal
Intelligence Service has been suspended during
investigations into the sale of criminal records to 
a journalist.
 
The allegations involve the sale of information drawn 
from the Police National Computer, which holds four million 
criminal records and lists of police intelligence material 
as well as details of wanted persons.

NCIS provides intelligence on upper echelons of British
criminals and acts as a link between police and the
Security Service.

----------------------------------------------------------



Book review:
----------------------------------------------------------

Life with J.D. Salinger - It's more than we need to know 
about the author's affair with a literary legend

 _AT HOME IN THE WORLD:_ A Memoir
 By Joyce Maynard
 Picador, 352 pp., $25

 REVENGE is a dish best served cold, and Joyce Maynard has
had 25 years to ponder her disappointing 11-month affair
with author J.D. Salinger, when she was 18 and he was 53.
Salinger, now nearly 80, has been a recluse in Cornish,
N.H., for more than 40 years, has published nothing since
1965, given no interviews, avoided being photographed --
all of which naturally has aroused great curiosity about
what his life could be like there.

 Sadly, but probably inevitably, the truth is mundane, even
trite. Maynard was a freshman at Yale on April 23, 1972,
when the New York Times Magazine published her article ``An
Eighteen Year Old Looks Back on Life'' with her picture on
the cover -- looking more like 11 than 18. She received
hundreds of letters, but one from Salinger touched her like
no other. She hadn't read any of his books at the time, but
his ``extraordinary voice'' spoke to her in ways that those
devoted to Salinger's fiction will readily understand. She
quickly wrote back, the two began corresponding, then
telephoning. Maynard began visiting Jerry in New Hampshire,
and in the fall she dropped out of Yale to live there with
him.

 Nothing could be better calculated to puncture the
Salinger myth than her earnest, deadpan depiction of Life
With Jerry, the evenings spent reeling old films (``The
Lady Vanishes'' and ``Lost Horizon'' seem particularly apt)
and watching TV sitcoms (Dick Van Dyke, Andy Griffith) with
tamari popcorn served off tray tables. Forget the age
difference, the strong scent of pedophilia, the crass way
he rejects her after he's decided she's not the child
innocent he fell in love with. The menu alone (frozen peas
for breakfast!) will change your perceptions of Salinger
forever.

 But it's hard to sympathize with her fully, either. Like
many memoirists, she misjudges badly who it is the reader
wants to hear about, and spends fully half her book
describing her own life before and since her time with
Salinger -- in the process making plain why Salinger and so
many others in her story seem to have wearied of her.

 But these two make one of the great mismatches in literary
history, and a kind of comic comeuppance that mere
literature can only aspire for. ``I couldn't have made up a
character of a girl I'd love so much,'' Jerry tells her
when their love is still new. That line, turning back on
him, carries a zen lesson -- something like the sound of
one hand clapping. 

--

                    _MORE LIVES THAN ONE_

                       By Libby Purves
                  Sceptre, 16.99 (Fiction)
                     ISBN 0 340 68042 3

  Poor children! he thought drowsily. They were fed and
  clothed and minded enough, but it was their misfortune to
  be born to an age which saw no need to clothe them in one
  single rag of noble thought... " 

-- Libby Purves's latest novel is an idiosyncratic blend of
her journalistic voice - a commonsensical, compassionate
Whiggish one with the soul and courage to say what most of
us are feeling - with the skills of a writer who
understands the proper balance in a novel between issue and
narrative.

Set in a school, it is presented in a way which will enrage
equally idealogues and the more thoughtful - no mean
achievement. Former adventurer and city banker, Kit
Milcourt is now teaching with Anna, his wife, at Sandmarsh
High School. Bleak, underfunded, staffed with its share of
bureaucrats and jobsworths who regard Kit's inspired
teaching methods with suspicion and, if they were truthful,
envy.

Sandmarsh is not a school that shines in the lists, being
the kind of Comprehensive that pundits from both sides of
the political divide shake their heads over. Yet, whatever
their creed, Kit's colleagues cannot deny that in his
classes the dead-beats and no-hopers respond to the flash
of beauty and colour in a remarkable manner. Such fireworks
are bound to provoke strong reactions and Molly Miles, his
fellow English teacher, is waiting to catch him out. The
opportunity arises when the two of them lead a school party
to Venice at carnival time and Kit is accused by one of the
pupils of molesting her.

Several themes surface in the text, some more evenly dealt
with than others. Kit is a man with a difficult secret and
the problem of presenting him is both tactfully and
tenderly done. The tensions and clashes experienced by the
gifted teacher up against a system are dramatised with a
prophet's fire and wrath at the slaughter of the
imagination that is taking place in our classrooms. "They
saw no stars above their neon streets, dug no soil, sang no
hymns," Kit reflects and this run-in with the
media-dictated present persuades the reader into a willing
complicity. As a corrective, the point is also made that
children are quite capable of manipulating the prevailing
climate of political correctness - and do so. In this
respect, stacking the odds quite so heavily against Kit was
unnecessary. 

Nevertheless, this is her best novel, partly because it is
fuelled by passion and sadness and partly because of its
robust gaze. Its subject, which is a large one, is deftly
grounded with humour, humanity and insight, its narrative
is assured and its depiction of a marriage that bends and
flexes with the good and the bad will find an answering
echo in many readers. 

-------------------------------------------------------------



Opinion:
-------------------------------------------------------------

UK: date?

_A lost age of childhood innocence_
 
What does childhood mean as we approach the end of the 20th
century? What does it mean for children, for parents, for
society, for the State? There is an urgent need to address
this question.

Childhood innocence is endangered - and, to a degree, has
been lost. Of course, I don't mean that all children are
without innocence, but an imperilling loss of innocence is
all around us, on billboards, in the pages of magazines and
on the TV screens which have become the centre of social
intercourse for most families. 

Even more than the explicit scenes of sex and violence to
which a child is exposed, it is the change in family
communication which is central to the problems of the
modern-day child. It is the time with parents that children
are no longer given: the privacy, the closeness, the
unexpressed knowledge of belonging to their parents, that
children have come to miss. In the worst cases, the growing
gap between a child and parent becomes a gulf. This cannot
be healed by the American solution, by that half hour at
night or that frantic holidaying when the calendar
dictates, which the Americans call "quality time". Those
words with their echoes of deliberateness and limitation,
make me wince. And the result of the widening gap between
parents and children is an almost out of proportion
disappointment, disillusionment, and often bitter anger of
the part-time child. 

Many of our children are lonely. Of all negative emotions,
perhaps loneliness is the worst. It is worth thinking about
whether there is a causal link between this loneliness and
both the increasingly earlier sexualisation and the
increasing criminalisation of the child.

At the age of ten, children in Britain are considered to
have reached an age of reason. In most other Western
European countries, 14 is the age of criminal
responsibility. Many of us hoped that the new Crime and
Disorder Act 1998, shortly to be presented to Parliament,
would anticipate an expected ruling by the EC to equalise
the age of criminal responsibility. Some of us even hoped
that children, even if they had committed the most serious
crimes, would finally be taken out of the jurisdiction of
adult courts and be heard by specially trained judges.
 
What is happening is that one of the few protections still
intact within the law - the rebuttable presumption of
criminal law that a child aged ten or over is *doli incapax
*(incapable of committing an offence) is being abolished.

-------------------------------------------------------------
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'Quilty' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

'Pandora' wrote:
>Now on to the problem. I realise some of you are married or in
>long-term relationships with women. My problem and I do say mine,is
>this. How do you deal with the question of sex? Silly right? For me it
>has been awful,and I dont want another night of crying myself to
>sleep. The way "MH" deals with his desires is thru stories, our
>collection of photo-art books and the use of panties. He has never
>acted on them,which is probably the basis for our problem. Since he has
>never acted on his feelings he has buried them and made sex a very low
>priority in his life. Which I have commended him for it,but now it is
>causing problems for us. I have a very strong and active drive, and since
>we have gotten together I seem to have gotten almost nymph-like. Which we
>do joke about,another one of God's messed up jokes. And speaking of God's
>sense of humor, I have a 9 year old daughter from a previous marriage
>that he loves very much, as his own daughter and maybe more than that.
>I need some advice,if anyone is able to give it. I want to share my life
>with this man, but I don't want to feel like I am married to my toys.
>LOL. Everyone here seems helpful and sympathetic to one another's plights.
>I know I am not a girl-lover, but I am in love with one and want to help
>him in anyway I can.

Pandora, this is like Little Bo Peep asking the wolves if her lamb will be
safe with another wolf. If you get into a relationship with a pedophile you
will also be putting your daughter into his reach. You will not cure him and
will have to beg him for sex. You will start to hate your body. He will be
jerking off in your daughter's soiled panties at the very least. You will
probably become very paranoid about leaving your daughter alone with him. 

If your daughter likes him, you will probably become jealous of the 
attention he pays her. If you are looking for a room-mate, that's fine, but 
if you are looking for a heterosexual relationship you are not going to get 
it, while he is going to have what he wants: A compliant mom and a step-
daughter to play with. Even if he doesn't have sex with her, his primary 
relationship is going to be with your daughter, so you have to ask yourself 
if you are really ready for that? But more importantly, is she capable of 
dealing with this man on a daily level?

I suggest you figure out what you will gain by living with him that you 
don't already have just hanging out on occasion. What he will gain, and 
what your daughter will gain you can only assume.

Good luck in your decision.

'Quilty'
------------------------------------------------------------------



'Jack' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

'Sanctuary' wrote:
>B... has been keeping her distance these last few days.
>She has not been cold but will not allow me to get any
>closer either. The games that we played at first have
>ceased because she don't want to be tickled and my
>daughter keeps us from throwing clothes at each other
>any more. I hope we can find some other common ground.
>She hangs around my daughter quite a bit these days but
>they are usually at B...'s house. I am going to just
>back off and see if there is any interest in me at all. I
>will continue to be myself though and not hide.

How old is "B"?  You may have mentioned it in another post, but I do not
recall.  My daughter also has a friend who I went through the same type of
situation with.  When she would visit, we would play fight, or tickle fight
with each other.  At the pool, we would splash each other, or I would throw
her up into the air.  She was, at first, very receptive to our innocent
play, but now tends to keep her distance.  She doesn't come over often
anymore, and one time when she did, I took hold of her hand, but she pulled
it away.  This was very uncharacteristic of her, as usually she would stand
there holding my hand back.

I am wondering if perhaps this girl, and "B" also, are having feelings that
they do not yet understand, and it scares them a little.  "J" is 10, almost
11, but is very mature for her age, both physically and most times, mentally
too.  Don't take it that she is scared of you, but that she is most likely
confused about her own feelings.  As girl lovers, we sometimes forget that
they don't have the same thoughts that we do.  Some of us tend to think they
are on the same maturity level as us, but they aren't.

--

'Pandora' wrote:
>Hello all. Hope my letter finds you all warm, safe and happy wherever you
>may be. Our summer vacation was very nice,the kids, "MH" and I had a
>wonderful time. My divorce will soon be final and we can start our lives
>together without this "grey cloud", but enough of that. I have of come to
>you all in the search of some answers and hopefully some of you will
>either contact me directly or thru this forum, any help will be greatly
>appreciated.
>
>Now on to the problem. <snip -- see above>

One of the things the woman I live with does for me to enhance our love
making, is to be a 'little girl'.  She dresses very 'youngish' in little
girl panties, knee high or thigh high socks, and 'young looking' outfits.
She talks very 'little girlish', and calls me 'daddy' or 'Mr.' if she is a
little girl I have met at the park or such.  She also keeps herself shaven
for me.

Hope this helps.  I know it is difficult for some of us girl-lovers to be
sexually attracted to an older woman, especially for those of us who can't
open up to them and tell them our desires.  At least "MH" has a woman in you
that is accepting of it.  He should consider himself lucky, as I do, that I
found a woman who does understand me.

'Jack'
-----------------------------------------------------------------



'Sertraline' writes:
------------------------------------------------------

I'm searching for a book I saw once -- I believe written 
by (or ascribed to) Pierre Louys, but possibly published 
under a pseudonym or anonymity--that purported to be a 
book of etiquette advice to young girls but was in fact 
a very raunchy parody of same.  It included items like, 
"When masturbating a gentleman caller in your bedroom, 
be sure that he does not ejaculate out the window and 
thus risk soiling the hat of a passerby below."  I don't 
remember the title, unfortunately, and looking up Louys 
on ABE and other services hasn't turned it up.  If 
anyone can identify the book or point me toward it, 
I'd be very grateful!

'Sertraline'
------------------------------------------------------



'GL7' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi people! "Ask and ye shall receive." About two or three weeks ago I
prayed that God would send me another precious gem following the loss of
Kim, whose crazy mom won't allow me to have any contact with her. Guess
what. God answered my prayer and now a ten year old girl who looks like
an eight year old who has moved into my house. We are doing all kinds of
nice things together. I had my life-long craving for uninhibited sex
with a little girl satisfied with Kim, and now I don't have such a
craving anymore. I've been there and done that and it was sheer ecstasy,
but I don't need to have sex anymore with a little girl. My curiosity
has been satisfied and now I have Angela. I call her Angel and all I
want to do is to caress her in a non-sexual way and hug her and maybe
some day kiss her on the cheek. Yesterday she (inadvertently?) pulled up
her dress and gave me a look at her panties. I think she was unaware of
what she was exposing, but I wish it had been intentional (and possibly
it was), but she has done nothing similar to that so far. There has been
some touching between us but it's all very innocent. She's a little
sweetheart and actually wore a training bra the other day when she was
wearing overalls, apparently so no one could see very slightly budding
nipples (probably one of her parents told her to do it). When she's not
wearing the bra, It's hard to see any bumps at all on her chest. Much
ado about nothing. With Angel around every day, I don't think much about
Kim anymore. I've got my new girl friend and I don't need any other
female in my life, but I'll keep looking for an adult woman to live with
so that I can have a little girl of my own - either a daughter or a step
daughter. So guys, please don't feel sorry for me. I have my little
Angel now. I'm doing fine and I hope that all your dreams also come
true. 

Best wishes,

'GL7'
--------------------------------------------------------------------



'Sanctuary' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------

I got to talk to a couple of lovely young girls yesterday on the
bus stop. They have beautiful smiles and respond to compliments.
They also initiated some of the conversation. The only trouble
was that they spoke very little English and I know NO Spanish.
I am amazed that we were able to relate so well even with that
barrier. Our smiles said much more than our words.

'Sanctuary'
--------------------------------------------------------------------




'Misty Vain' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

I saw Atom Egoyan's 'Exotica' the other day and couldn't help
myself to see it as if it was all about educating people about
girl-love... I know it explained everything 'the correct way'
but it was so consistent with all the allusions! Has anyone 
else noticed this or am I just being too imaginative? 

--

'sLeepOVER' wrote:
>>But how can I enjoy their presence, 
>>when I don't know how to approach them... 
>>I'm afraid I'm not much help to you on that one.  My first 
>response would be to simply go right up to them, but the 
>community you live in might not approve of that.  Maybe 

Well, I think people would approve of that if you just don't 
give a pervert impression of yourself. The atmosphere is not 
that paranoid here. And I guess it can't be anywhere in real-
life situations, only if you read those news selectively, it 
may seem so. Am I right? I think very few would think at first
sight that someone is a pedophile even if he likes to play 
with children.

But just going right up to them is not a solution to me, but
that is off the topic of this list, I know.

>you could get involved with some progressive youth programs 

But such things just aren't for me.

>Sad, isn't it, that this world claims to love children, put
>them first and foremost, yet has so little time for them?  

The word is: (hmm. can't find it in the dictionary) 
double morality?

>I'm seeing more and more ped sites, and I'm talking about sites 
>that are legal, legal in that they are "education-based" and not 
>simply sites where you can view some pics or what-not.  Who the 
>hell would've thought this possible, ten years ago!? 

Maybe no-one, because there was no www back then. ;-) But 
seriously, what would be a better place than the internet to
be publicly anonymous with such a big public? It is an ideal
media for such things, so it _will_ be used for that.

But that also kind of has created these 'porn on the net' 
headlines, which I think aren't totally bad thing. They have
put pedophilia in public consciousness and I am positive that
there will be some counter-movement that hopefully will last 
longer.

>Has anyone else noticed this sh*t, or am I fooling myself again?  

I have. I think it's just a question of time when pedophilia
is thought of much the same way as homosexuality is currently. 
The current way of thinking just can't last because it is 
based on false ideas.

--

'Sanctuary' wrote:
>There is nothing like the joy of being allowed into their world
>even for a moment. Remain (or become) available to them. 

I so much hope I manage to that sometime! Maybe I could after
all be able to try because I have noticed myself becoming
a bit more open in the course of time. Maybe I just need time.

--

'Rational' wrote:
>I always feel so close to your feelings and even 
>most of the experiences that my heart feels real warmer and 
>more alive in the precious instants I read about you

Well, that's what this list is all about, I guess!

'Misty Vain'
--------------------------------------------------------------



'PK1' [ adds a new film to the "mad moppets" list: ]
--------------------------------------------------------------

Title: Little Sweetheart (1990)
Stars: Cassie Barasch (Thelma Davis, 9)
       Ellie Raab (Elizabeth, 9)
Rating: ****

From the cover:

   Nine year-old Thelma Davis (CASSIE BARASCH) is suger and spice. And
   everything evil, patholgical and sadistic.

   Unfortuanately, Robert Burger (JOHN HURT, "Elephant Man," "Alien," 
   "Midnight Express") finds that out a bit too late.

   A stranger in town, he makes the deadly mistake of befriending 
   Thelma. In return, she scrutinizes his every move, stalks his 
   home and terrorizes him with blackmail.

   If that's how little Thelma treats a mere acquaintance, just 
   imagine what she has planned for her best friend.

   Thelma is enough to keep a sleepy little town up at night. So, 
   don't expect to get much sleep with her in your house either.

   Based on the novel "The Naughty Girls" by Arthur Wise.

--

   Comments:

Wow! One of the local video stores moved to a new location so I 
figured I'd check it out and after just about giving up looking 
for a movie to rent (they didn't have what I had gone there for) 
I stumbled across this gem in the "Suspense/Thriller" section. 
You just have to rent this movie, Cassie Barasch's acting was 
great and although her friend (Ellie Raab) seems 
to have trouble with her lines at times she still manages to give 
a great performance. As for Karen Young's performance, well let's 
just say I won't be looking for any other movies she may have
released, way overacted. 

   [ John Hurt is a great actor too, he's also done two
     intergenerational boy-love relationship movies -
     'Second Best' and 'Love and Death on Long Island',
     as well as the superb gay biopic of Quentin Crisp,
     'The Naked Civil Servant'. ]

The story could use some work, but it was far better then the 
majority of "Suspense/Thriller" movies I've seen. All in all, 
this is a movie I would be happy to add to my collection.

'PK1'
-----------------------------------------------------------------



'Simon' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

'Quilty' wrote:
>Fans of those grotty gonks _The Olsen Twins_ will be ecstatic that they
>have their own tv sitcom called _Two of a Kind_ starting on ABC on Fridays
>at 8 p.m.

And when does this sitcom come to Germany???? We are freezing here 
and not even a good GL-Show in TV. :-(

To all:
I skipped reading the last posting because I did not have time to do 
so. But it seems that I have to take the time to do so because many 
things seemed to have happened. I'll read and react.

This weekend I will go to [one of biggest city in Germany] to meet 
about 15 to 20 pedophiles but mainly boy-lovers. I think including 
me we will be only 3 girl-lovers there... Well I like the BLs very 
much and got to know them well because of my work on [a web-site]!

Sorry Ianthe, when I post in several mails this time, but I have 
to read a bit and react immediatelly and continue later. Sorry again.

Hugging you

'Simon'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



RE: PGP 6 and some key-incompatability with previous versions:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Here's the answer of Phil Zimmerman when I asked about not being
able to use your PGP key. Thought you might be interested....
He also pointed to the International download site for the freebee.

'Seven'

--

From me,
>I have PGP 6.0 and I can't seem to use an RSA key to send mail.
>It shows as an italicized key in my key-viewer and shows as no
>match when I try to send to the person with his key. 
>Am I doing something wrong?
>
>Point me to an answer??
>Thank you

Answer:
Because of the RSA patent, many versions of PGP do not support RSA.  
You can buy a verson that does, but it costs extra, so we can pay 
royalties for the use of the patent.  See our web site at
http://www.pgp.com for how to get an RSA version.

Of course, the much better answer is to urge your friends to upgrade 
to PGP 6.0, and generate Diffie-Hellman keys.  Then they can use 
all the new features.  The RSA stuff is obsolete.  Our freeware 
version of PGP 6.0 is easily available to your friends.  Tell 
them to go to http://www.pgpi.com for the best way to find out where 
to download it from.  There is also a good FAQ section on that site 
that explains all this.

---------------------------------------------------------------------



'sLeepOVER' writes [ having at last learned to line-wrap... ]
--------------------------------------------------------------

  Hey dude, I just wanted to thank 
you for including that off-topic song
I posted for the group to read.

Even as I posted it, I was certain it 
wouldn't be included, as it was about 
an adult relationship, but I was quite 
pleasantly surprised when I read it in 
the newsletter.  

  I've been reading so much heartache 
from some of the subscribers lately, 
and I've been trying to understand 
just why this is so.  It is starting 
to seem to me that some of us might 
be expecting an adult/child 
relationship to contain the 
same aspects of an adult/adult 
relationship, and if this is so, it 
is my opinion that those of us who do 
this are setting ourselves up for a 
let-down.  There are, IMO, clear, distinct,
meritorious differences between these two 
types of relationships, and they should 
be respected.  

  Technically, you could say I married 
my lg, because she was 15 when we met -
looked 13, heheh - and 17 when we 
married.  I am more than a couple of 
years older than her, and kept that in 
perspective. I told myself from the 
start that I simply had to accept the 
fact that there were going to be 
problems - some minor, some major 
- because of the age difference; 
in her teenage years, there was so 
much she'd yet to experience, so much 
she'd yet been able to internalize, 
which in turn would serve to shape 
her as an individual.  To my good 
fortune, it has so far turned out to 
be quite an adventure, and in many 
ways, she has proven to be more wise 
and mature than "I" am! :P  There 
were some obstacles in our minor 
age difference, but not so much as 
to be irreconcilable.

  My wife and I have been blessed 
with many, beautiful children, one 
of whom has begun to enter the 
twilight years of pre-pubescence.  
Her breasts are barely formed, but 
there's just enough there so that 
they do jiggle a bit, if 
she jumps up and down fast enough, 
heheh. And she has the tiniest of 
patches of silky-soft pubic hair.  
Yes, it is quite maddening when she
wishes to display this proudly in 
front of me; I find pre-pubescence 
to be very erotic.  But I also see 
how she is so very different from me, 
so different as to be worlds apart 
in many ways.

  My ideal regarding a relationship 
is someone you share both the hard 
and good times with, and steer each 
other through them. 'J..'s current 
relationship ideal is, do ya' like 
what she likes at that particular 
time?  If so, kewl, if not, too bad 
for you, and her likes change more 
times than the cycle of the moon.  
I have tried yet can't possibly 
imagine an adult having the type of 
relationship with her that they 
would have with another adult in 
their age/experience range.  Now, 
I can clearly see a beneficial 
adult/child relationship possibility 
- she could benifit from his/her age 
and experience in so many ways, and 
the adult could benefit from her 
graceful, intensely erotic, "take 
it all in" wonderment - so long as 
the adult would keep in mind the 
fact that she does not, cannot 
possibly comprehend the seasoned 
particulars of an adult/adult 
relationship; no matter her beauty, 
she is still yet a child.  An example:  
I am plagued with nightmares of my 
childhood, nearly everytime I sleep, 
so I sleep very little.  This severe 
lack of sleep caused me to have a 
recent "cardiovascular incident."  
When she asked what caused it all, 
I decided she was old enough to share 
- generally - why I refuse to sleep 
more than two hours a day.  She 
replied that I should just "forget 
about it" and then moved on to another 
topic.<g>  In theory, her advice might 
be sound, but in reality, well, it's 
just not that easy.  Anyway, my point 
being, she may have sounded a bit 
dismissive on that, but it is because 
she hasn't experienced what I had 
experienced, and also hasn't the 
benefit of life experince to even 
clearly understand how my childhood 
experiences have affected me. Hell, 
she's just at the beginnings of 
experiences that will form her outlook.  
My wife not only has an understanding 
of me, but has the life experience to 
be able to help me with this.  I wish 
I could explain my opinion better, 
but it is quite hard to put into words.

  If an adult were to "fall" for J...
as a friend and/or sexual partner, 
she/he would likely have a very 
positive, enriching relationship.  
Were they to fall in love with her 
in a "commitment" way, I believe they 
would soon find heartbreak; she's 
just not "there" yet.  Even the sexual 
aspect is constantly in question; she 
will one moment be free and open about 
sexual matters, and the next, she 
doesn't even want to discuss the topic.  

  I included that song in my last post 
to the newsletter in the hope that 
those among us who are hurting, who 
are maybe obsessing about an lg, would 
at first be able to relate to the one 
writing it, how his heart aches at 
being ripped to shreads from losing a 
lover, and yet how he is trying to 
learn to not only forgive and forget, 
but how to move on, how to get on 
with his life... until he goes and 
falls in love again. ;)  This is how 
adult/adult relationships work.

In a very small way, you may see a 
connection to the adult/child 
relationship, but if you try to apply 
this to a child/adult relationship, 
then you are expecting too much from 
that child, and not seeing him/her for 
what she/he truly is.  I guess my 
advice would be to love that child 
selflessly, and to remember and 
respect her for who she is at that 
time, and to not expect 
what she cannot give you.

  We may propose the we can, once 
again, reclaim enough of our youth 
to be able to relate on a functional 
level with our lg's - and I believe 
this to be true - but can they 
realistically be expected to claim 
enough of our age/wisdom/experience 
to do the same, when they've not 
been there yet?

'sLeepOVER'
--------------------------------------------------------------



'Flickorna' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi you guys. :) I had a nice dream...

--

I dreamed I was in the bathroom and little Anna asked me to repeat a 
joke to her that I once had shared with her.

Then all of a sudden--our open mouths pressed together. I put my tongue 
into her mouth and explored the texture of her little teeth and made 
circles around her small 6-year-old tongue. This sensual/passionate kiss 
lasted several minutes. I was aware that I was dreaming, and yet I felt 
so happy. I felt like it was okay... she was enjoying it too.

Then she told me, "I've been through this before."

I said, "Who was he?"

and she said, "It was a SHE..." and proceded to explain that it was a 
dark-skin woman from South America or maybe somewhere else....

--

....there was more to the dream but I can't remember much of it. The 
best part of course was the passionate kissing which felt very real.

'Flickorna'
---------------------------------------------------------------------
  


'Dragon' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------

'Sunstorm' wrote:
>As usual for us miserable creatures, there is only one answer: Give
>up,back off, remain silent, don't give yourself away, don't let them
>have any idea of the suffering and loss you feel.

I have some advise that may (or may not) help.  I think giving up and
backing off will only confirm to them that their suspicions (whatever
they are) are true. I have found that mothers will allow their young
daughters to be friends with other adults only if they know and trust
the person that their daughters are having the relations with. So try
renewing your relationship with her parents. In my relationship with
young girls, I make it a point to spend as much time with her parents
as I do with her. It's much easier on you and her if her parents trust
you. It is also easier for parents to believe that you want the
relationship because you are lonely rather than sexual interest. If
you care for her, don't give up. She may be feeling the same loss you
are. Good luck!

'Dragon'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Freddy' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi again

To Sunstorm - I think I can appreciate your pain. My most recent
friendship was broken up becuase of the stupid attitude of my friends
parents. It also happens she was, still is, my most favourite girl
ever. I said in my last posting that meeting new girls and developing
those relationships was one of the great joys of being a girl-lover, but
it still takes ages to get over the pain of losing the ones we knew.
Especially when we feel that it is impossible to explain to our little
friends. You are right, the adults in her family fill her head with all
sorts of rubbish, which can only be made up as they know nothing of the
realtionships we have. I had been friends with E. for over three years
and treasured every minute. Despite having many close relationships in
the past, and even during my time with E, (which included her three
lovely little sisters), there was something different about her that I
had never really experienced before. I never harmed her in any way and
only showed her true love and affection, so what is there to complain
about? Also why take so long to decide that a relationship with their
child is unacceptable? I certainly never hid my feelings. I sense also
that you may be worried about what things they might make your little
friend say, as well the poison they may put in her mind. Of course she
will grow up and hopefully will realise that your love was good and
true, I too hope that such passing of time can prove useful, but why
should we have to? Other girls may come along, but they will never
replace E. and I'm sure you feel the same way about your girl, as do all
of you who have experienced similiar events. Was in intuition or just a
lucky guess that about a year before I was eventually forced to end my
realtionship with E that it happened we were on atrip with the children
from one of my clubs that E. attended. We split onto groups, and
although she should have been in someone else's group E. Demanded to come
with me. It was one of the best days of my life. The fact that one of E.
little sisters and a cousin the same age as E. were in the group I had
and yet I still didn't hide my affection for her is surely proof that
our relationship was good. Something else must have happened that made
her parents decide what they did. I suspect the events of Dunblane. (I
live in Scotland, so it hurt us and made us suspiscios of every one) . I
can respect their troubled minds, but could they not have either
continued to trust E. or at least spoken to me to find out what I was
thinking or whatever.

To move on (I'll say more of E. later, perhaps), I totally agree with
Beamish. I never knew having an erection was illegal. (It might be?). 
But also realise that I would probably respond in the same way, but I hate
swimming anyway! If I had been at that pool, I would have given the
attendant a good rollicking. How can he prove the reasons for Desire
having an erection. He might just be well endowed.!!! (Perhaps the pool
attendant was jealous. Could he be a paedophile?:) )

--

Sanctuary - Concerning B. I think one of two things has happened. Your
daughter could have warned her off. I don't know you, or your family,
but could she be jealous? More likely B. may have made some innocent
comment about you to her parents and they are the ones who have poisened
her mind. I don't know, but it seems that when gls are happy with you
one minute and then next time they are wary, something has happened. Of
course you perhaps don't know this girl very well, 'cause then I would
simply ask her what the problem was, if any. Oh well, you'll just have
to wait!!

Anyway I must go now. Good loving!

'Freddy'
------------------------------------------------------------------



'Pacman' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

Hello everyone and greetings to the newest members of the group.  I have 
not written for some time and I am beginning to regret not being a more 
active participant in the group.  For those of you who are unfamiliar 
with me my name stands for "Pedophiles against child molestation, abuse 
and neglect," which also most accurately represents my views. 

--

'Beamish' wrote:
>But, now that my crisis is all but a distant memory, and a valuable 
>lesson learned about having pictures of nude children on my computer 
>has been learned, it's time to get back into the swing of things. Oh,
>the pictures to which I just referenced, were strictly nude posing
>pics, nothing sexual. But, still, it's considered illegal to have
>those on your computer, so I have removed them.

I am curious to know from where you are writing from.  I, myself, am 
from Canada.  In Canada it is my understanding that artistic child nudes 
are not necessarily illegal.  Pictures are illegal and pornographic only 
if they 1) focus on the subject's genitalia, 2) are intended to provoke 
sexual arousal, and/or 3) involve models who are involved in sexual 
activity.  It is also my albeit limited understanding that this 
definition is fairly uniform in most countries with some minor 
exceptions such as the UK for example (which I understand is far more 
strict).  Otherwise, such books such as the works of David Hamilton and 
Sally Mann would have to be banned.  Freedom of speech must permit for 
the artistic appreciation of the natural beauty of the nude body.  I 
could be wrong and probably most likely am but if anyone has any 
contrary information on the matter I would love to hear it.  I also have 
quite a large collection of artistic nudes on my computer and I have 
been careful to exclude and wipe any that might be considered 
pornographic and thereby illegal.  I would hate to have to delete those 
precious files.  In fact I would be lost without them.  

'Pacman'
------------------------------------------------------------------



'Tr'Pakh' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Hi all!

Well, it seems that the summer is over.  School is in full swing,
and the first fall storms are making their way down from the 
Arctic.

I am happy to report that both Rachel and Brittany are doing well
in school so far, and both they and their parents are delighted
with their progress in math ... thanks to my tutoring ... so
happy in fact, that several other parents in the area have asked
me to tutor their children. :)

The effects of Brittany's harrowing experience last year are no
longer evident.  Thanks to her wonderfully supportive grandparents
(who had even more trouble coping with things in the beginning than
Brittany did) and friends, she has once again become the sweet, 
happy young person she was before.

--

'Pandora' writes:
>Hello all. Hope my letter finds you all warm, safe and happy wherever you 
>may be. 

It does, thank you! :)

>Now on to the problem. I realise some of you are married or in 
>long-term relationships with women. My problem and I do say mine,is 
>this. How do you deal with the question of sex? Silly right? For me it 

Silly?!?!?  I think not!  Not dealing with the question of sex
is precisely what has brought the American nation to the brink
of self-destruction!

>has been awful,and I dont want another night of crying myself to 
>sleep. The way "MH" deals with his desires is thru stories, our 
>collection of photo-art books and the use of panties. He has never 
>acted on them,which is probably the basis for our problem. Since he has 
>never acted on his feelings he has buried them and made sex a very low 
>priority in his life. Which I have commended him for it,but now it is 
>causing problems for us. 

That shows that your husband has a great deal of self-control,
however ... the total repression of sexual feelings, desires,
and expression leads to depression, anger, and severe frustration.
I know, I've been there.

The sex drive is easily the strongest biological drive in the
human body, even more so than eating (from a neuro-chemical stand-
point, anyway), and when it is conciously surpressed, the resulting
emotional tension (no matter how deeply buried in the mind) will
eventually drive a person insane.

>                           I have a very strong and active drive, and since 
>we have gotten together I seem to have gotten almost nymph-like. Which we 
>do joke about,another one of God's messed up jokes. And speaking of God's 
>sense of humor, I have a 9 year old daughter from a previous marriage 
>that he loves very much, as his own daughter and maybe more than that. 

You face a very difficult situation here.  It seems to me that
you love your husband very much, and that you want him to be
happy.  You have to face the fact that he will probably never
lust after you the way you want him to.  I have had that happen
in my relationships with adult women as well.  As paedophiles
we are simply not attracted to the adult body.  There are 
exceptions, but they are rare.

You mentioned that he loves your daughter, and his own, very
much.  How does he express this love?  Does he have physical
contact with them at all, like sitting on his lap for story
time, or rough-housing or such, or does he keep his distance?

I would be interested in knowing, because I had a relationship 
several years ago with a woman who had two children of her own, 
whom I also loved deeply.  I was very much in love with this woman, 
and I still miss her, but, like I said, the physical attraction
just wasn't there for me.  She was very supportive of that,
and though our sex life was not quite what she wanted it to
be, we probably would have gotten married if she had not
taken a new job on the east coast.

Her children (both named "Jess" ... Jesse aged 11 at the time, and
Jessica, aged 9) would sit on my lap watching TV or having me read
with them, and they enjoyed getting back and tummy rubs.  My
liberal contact with her children, coupled with my rather obvious
lack of lust for her body, made her suspicious at first.

I think she knew, or at least suspected, from the beginning 
that I was a paedophile.  Like most Americans, she automatically
associated that word with "child molester", "monster", and
"sociopath", and she was very suspicious of any contact I had
with her kids.  After we'd been seeing each other about a
month, she asked me, directly, if I was a paedophile.  I could
not lie to someone that I loved and respected so much, and I
admitted that I was.  Her reaction completely surprised me.

Her reply to my admission was "But you're not like those people
they talk about on television."  She had talked to her children
and they had assured her that I had never done anything to harm 
them.  She knew that I loved her children very much, it was one of 
the things that she loved so much about me, (most American men are 
loathe to date women who already have kids, they are seen as excess 
baggage), but she was worried about the way I handled them.

Much of the way I act around children is influenced by the way I
was raised.  My mother is from Germany, and so I received a
much more European upbringing, and my general attitudes twoard
things like nudity, hugging and other "public displays of affection"
among family members are much more liberal than is usual in the US.
This has a tendency to worry the people around me who were raised
American-style, and make them suspicious.  It's something I've
learned to live with.

At any rate, her children reported that the sensed only love and
caring from me, and not any kind of threat.  That got her thinking,
and, amazingly for someone who comes from a born-again Christian
environment, she accepted me for who I am.  The tension was gone
from our relationship, since we no longer had anything to hide
from each other, and we were, for the remaining months we were
together, a very happy (if not legally married) family.

Together we were able to help her children begin to understand
their sexuality (like most Americans, she had, up to this point,
thought her children to be devoid of sexual desire and curiosity),
and to become more comfortable with their own bodies.  After they
moved to the east coast, I learned in a letter from her (we are
still friends and correspond regularly) that they had spent a week
at a nudist resort in Europe over her vacation time, and had
absolutely loved it.

My relationship with this woman and her children was possible for
me only because I am comfortable with who I am and how I feel
twoards children, and because she was willing to accept me, and to
discuss our feelings openly and rationally.  She was willing to
accept that I was sexually attracted to her children, and that they
liked that.  Don't get me wrong, I don't lust after every single
child I see, but I do find their beauty captivating, and I want
to become a friend to every single one of them, and a lover to
those who want it.  Jess and Jess did not want that kind of
relationship with me (although they were flattered by it), and I 
respected that.  I also respected that their mother would have 
accepted such a relationship had it been wanted.  As a matter of 
fact, *SHE* was the one that asked them if they would want a sexual
relationship with me (they both responded that they felt they weren't
ready for it yet ... very mature for a 9 and 11 year old ... American
brainwashing would require them to reply with "eeeeeeeew!  gross!" ...)
That is a very unusual thing, and I have only dated one other 
woman who felt that way (and it just so happened that she was also a 
paedophile ...:).

Meanwhile, back at the ranch... the question at hand is whether
or not your husband has come to terms with who he is.  The only
way for him to deal with this situation is to face it, and decide
either to accept himself and get on with his life, or to fight it
and spend a great deal of money and emotional pain seeing a shrink
to "cure" his "condition".

>I need some advice,if anyone is able to give it. I want to share my life 
>with this man, but I don't want to feel like I am married to my toys.

Being "married" to one's toys, or one's hand, for that matter, is
a very frustrating situation, and I've been there, too.  I can
sympathize with your plight.

>LOL. Everyone here seems helpful and sympathetic to one another's plights. 
>I know I am not a girl-lover, but I am in love with one and want to help 
>him in anyway I can. Please,if any of you can help us please do. Thanx 
>for listening, and blessed be wherever you are.

The only advice I can give you, if you want to help your husband's
happiness, is to help him accept himself.  His feelings are strong,
and they are valid.  He has to learn that he *can* control his
sexual urges, but that he cannot surpress them without consequences
to his sanity (and yours).  Don't ever stop loving him.

The most important thing of all is to be able to discuss, openly and
rationally, with both your husband and your children, how your
various feelings affect each other.  The information available at
http://www.allaboutsex.org/ may help, and you always have an open
ear here on ASGL-L.

I hope this helps you.

--

'Beamish' writes:
<snip>

It's so good to hear from you again!  I was afraid something more
drastic had happened after the incident with your computer.

--

>'Tr'Pakh' wrote:
|>The Jeremy Strohmeyer case will not go to trial, according
|>to CNN Interactive.  Strohmeyer pleaded guilty minutes before
|>the trial was to begin.
<snip>
>Also, just for clarification, the crime did *not* take place in Las
>Vegas, rather it took place in Primm, NV on the Nevada/California
>border. Casinos in Las Vegas *strictly* enforce curfew laws.

I apologize for the misunderstanding.  For some strange reason I
immediately think "Las Vegas" when I hear or see the word "Nevada".

--

'Sunstorm' writes:
>I feel sick at my heart. I had a wonderful few days this summer with my
>little 9 yr. old. We skinny dipped together in the middle of a lake, we sat
>around eating sandwiches, she, naked from the waist up, unconcerned,
>beautiful and natural. I brushed the wet hair from her shoulders to better
>see her beautiful body. We shared a kind of father-daughter intimacy I had
>only dreamed of before. I had hoped this was the beginning of something
>truly wonderful that would grow even stronger as time went by.

Wow.  What an experience!  Thank you for sharing that.  You've 
brightened my day considerably!

>My girl told me that her mother did not want her to be alone with me while
>in the house, but that her siblings must accompany her. She told me her
>mother asked if she was "mad at me for any reason." This pathetic question

No kidding!  Just goes to show you that those parents are so
uncomfortable with their own sexuality that they can't even ask
their 9 year old daughter straight out if you'd touched her
inappropriately, as if she were incapable of understanding the
concept.  No wonder children grow up mistrustful of adults.  Their
teachers and parents treat them like they're stupid!

>I asked my little one straight out: Why? "I guess she doesn't trust you,"
>she answered. 

Heh.  Just as I thought.  The child is more perceptive than the parents.

--

'Dragon' writes:
>I just moved into a new apartment, two months ago. I've tried to meet
>my neighbors, but most don't want to be social. A week ago, a mother
>and her 9 yo daughter moved into the apartment my nearest (and rudest)
>neighbors vacated.

Well, at least the rudest ones are gone ...

>They apparently don't have many friends, since they were doing all the
>moving themselves. I wanted to go out and introduce myself, but
>hesitated, after the cold shoulder I got from my other neighbors. So I
>just watched from my window as they hauled in boxes from a u-haul
>trailer. As they moved on to larger stuff, the little girl was
>struggling, so I went out and offered to help. They gratefully
>accepted, and exchanged introductions. I'll call them Linda (mother)
>and Tina (daughter).

There, ladies and gentlmen, we have proof that chivalry is most
definitely *not* dead!  Bravo, sir!  Good form!

>I invited them over that evening for pizza and TV and they accepted
>(they didn't have cable hooked up yet, a situation totally
>unacceptable to Tina). We had a great time, and I'm invited over for a
>home-cooked dinner next weekend.
>
>I think I'm going to like my new apartment after all!

I wish you the best!  May you build many happy memories with your new
neighbors.

--

Well, now that I've run out of things to rant about, I'll call it
a post ...

Be well all!

'Tr'Pakh'
---------------------------------------------------------------------



'Daveboy' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------

I know 'most' of you here are LGL's so the following is really
aimed more at any unconverted lurkers..

--

An attempt to establish that the way we bring up our children 
( That sex is bad for them) is doing more HARM than good.

Imagine a scenario where we could start over again.. From this day 
on ALL children would be bought up to see sex as a perfectly normal 
part of life ( which ,as we all know, it is! ) 

They would all be taught sex education , birth control etc and that 
they could do whatever they wanted to do as long as it caused harm to 
no one... in otherwords .. NO AGE OF CONSENT.. O.K. - so some of you 
think that's a crazy idea, BUT.. that's only because THAT'S the way YOU 
have been bought up.

Just STOP.. and think LOGICALY for one minute...

If you put your finger in a little girls ear and wigle it, she gigles 
and no one would think anything about it... BUT... put your finger 
somewhere else to make her gigle and  you get five years hard labour..!!!!!
.. well, you know the score... but you're only touching another 
part of the body. And if she likes it, how the hell can you be doing 
any harm?... It's the way we've been programed .. isn't it.?

If you taught a child to believe that smiling  was an "evil and disgusting" 
thing to do untill they are over sixteen years old, then a clown comes 
along and does something funny, the child smiles... PANIC STRIKES!!.. the 
child is rushed to therapy ... " Dont feel guilty... it's not your fault that 
the clown FORCED you to do that disgusting act of smiling.." how can the 
child EVER AGAIN feel happy about smiling.. even when he/she is 
old enough for it to be accepted by society as  O.K. to be done?
(It wasn't the smiling that did the lifelong damage.., it was the reaction of 
others)

One of the statements against involvment of children in sex at an early 
age is " If a child has a sexual relationship with an adult, when that 
child grows up he/she will abuse (?.. be sexualy interested in ) children"

OF COURSE THEY WILL!!.. they know from experience how ENJOYABLE it was!!

That's like saying " If a child likes ice cream at an early age, they will 
GROW UP to like ice cream!
Pretty obviouse realy... but that doesn't make it WRONG to like ice cream.

I'm not saying " You can make it right by making it legal ".. because it's 
NOT WRONG in the first place!

You couldn't make Murder or Theft right by making it legal because we all 
know that those things are inherently wrong. But sex is not wrong at ANY 
age, it's up to the individual.

Maybe some of you feel that the child would get " Taken advantage of "
.. but that's happening now. Kids are sold things that are bad for their 
health, fed junk food, locked in bedrooms, paid peanuts to do a paper round 
etc, anyway, we all get taken advantage of, it's what makes the world go 
round. When you bought that secondhand car last week, the salesman made 
500 profit on it, maybe he should have said  " It's o.k. I'll just make 
a tenner out of it seeing as it only took me an hour to sell it to you... 
and Ten quid an hour is enough for anyone... right? " ....  WRONG.!.. 
It is simply a case of  "If both of you are happy with the deal, where's 
the problem?.."

I have children and I've asked myself  " What would be more damaging to them? 

( A ) A consenting sexual encounter with an adult..  or 
( B ) an adult physicaly assaulting them.

The logical choice HAS to be (B).. yet the (A) scenario would attract far more 
outcry.

When they are Adults, the excact OPPOSITE would apply!!!??

What about smoking and drinking?.. now THEY HAVE been PROVED to have an 
adverse effect on health, in fact, in the U.K, we are so concerned about 
drink, that you have to be 18 to go into a pub ( I think it's even older 
in the USA ) but you can chose to have sex at 16... but if you encouraged 
a miner to drink alchohol, I doubt you would become a social outcast and 
get thrown into prison! .. so if we're SO concerned about childrens welfare, 
why aren't we taking a harder line on underage smoking, drinking and drugs.. 
the things that ARE harmfull?

I'm not sugesting that realy young children should be encouraged to attempt 
anything that may physically damage them, but petting never did any harm to 
anyone, and there's no reason why THAT should be discouraged.

It goes on now anyway.. the damage is only done when someone else gets to 
find out about it and causes the uproar.

So.. to stop all the pain and hurt that so called " Sex Abuse " does to our 
children, all we have to do is to alow them to make there own decision. The 
rape law that we already have would protect them from unwanted sexual attention 
( well, at least as well as it does the adults ). If an adult sexualy involved 
a child against his/her will, that would still be a crime, and rightly so... 
but the damage that's caused to children when a consenting and enjoyable sexual 
relationship is discovered by a third party who then starts the mechanism of 
the guilt trip for ALL concerned just would not happen... so, if we realy want 
to stop our kids being traumatized by this SEX thing, let's stop frightening 
them about it!!

I try to look at this in a LOGICAL manner, NOT by hanging on to the mis-
information that we have all been fed whilst growing up.

OTHER THAN THE FACT THAT WE HAVE BEEN BOUGHT UP TO BELIEVE 
THAT" ADULT / ADULT SEX IS WONDERFULL BUT " ADULT / CHILD SEX " 
IS A DISGUSTING AND GROSS ACT... WHERE IS IT INHERENTLY WRONG????
(WITHIN PHYSICAL BOUNDARIES.. OF COURSE)

O.K. I've written this a bit "Tounge in Cheek" but....

'Daveboy'
------------------------------------------------------------------------
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'Beamish' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

'Pandora' wrote:
>I realise some of you are married or in
>long-term relationships with women. My problem and I do say
>mine,is this. How do you deal with the question of sex? Silly right? 
>For me it has been awful,and I dont want another night of crying 
>myself to sleep. The way "MH" deals with his desires is thru stories, 
>our collection of photo-art books and the use of panties. He has never
>acted on them,which is probably the basis for our problem. Since
>he has never acted on his feelings he has buried them and made sex 
>a very low priority in his life. Which I have commended him for it,
>but now it is causing problems for us. I have a very strong and 
>active drive, and since we have gotten together I seem to have gotten 
>almost nymph-like. Which we do joke about, another one of God's messed 
>up jokes... I want to share my life with this man, but I don't want to 
>feel like I am married to my toys. LOL. Everyone here seems helpful 
>and sympathetic to one another's plights.  I know I am not a girl-lover, 
>but I am in love with one and want to help him in anyway I can. Please,
>if any of you can help us please do. Thanx for listening, and blessed 
>be wherever you are.

Wow, if I didn't know any better, I would have thought you were
talking about me and my now estranged wife! The similarities are
quite shocking. BTW... Your question is *not* silly. Like you, my
wife had a pretty high desire for sex, but I did not, at least not
with her. I know that must sound horrible, but I would have rather
made love with a willing 11 year old girl, rather than my adult wife.
BUT... That never meant that I didn't love my wife, and I am sure
it doesn't mean that your husband doesn't love you. Sure, there
were times when my wife and I made love, and it was, for the most
part, enjoyable to me.

My wife knew about my attraction to little girls way before we were
ever married. But I guess she didn't realize just how much of an
impact it would have on our marriage, and neither did I. We got
through our troubles though, by talking, talking, talking! I shared
with her what was on my mind, whether it be good or bad, and she
did the same with me. Although my wife never fully understood my
girl-loving, just sharing it with her made both of us grow closer.

For the most part, I knew I could come to her if I was feeling
particularly over-stimulated mentally, regarding little girls. There
were times we both cried ourselves to sleep with the things I would
tell her I was feeling, and how I wish those feelings could have
been more directed towards her. Here is my suggestion, try to get
him to open up regarding his innermost feelings, and not be
judgemental with him when he shares those feelings. (Not that you
would ever be judgemental, I know you wouldn't, but does HE?)
Regarding sex... if you are up to doing something different to
pique his arousal... why not dress up like a little girl, maybe
even, well, you know, shave "down there"? I know if a woman ever
did that for me, that would be enough to get my attention. By all
means, do whatever is comfortable for you. These are just
suggestions that I think *may* work. I apologize if I went too far
in suggesting the shaving, but, you did ask for help, and I try my
best to give the best help I know how. Good luck with him.

--

'Pacman' wrote: (To Me)
>I also have quite a large collection of artistic nudes on 
>my computer and I have been careful to exclude and wipe any 
>that might be considered pornographic and thereby illegal.  
>I would hate to have to delete those [remaining] precious 
>files.  In fact I would be lost without them.

I live in the United States, and as I understand the law here, it
IS illegal to have any sort of nude child posing pics, movies,
etc... on one's computer. Same goes for sexual action pics of
course. I may be wrong, but I am not going to take any more
chances. It is ridiculous that one can have art-photography books 
which show children posing nude, and even nudist videos, but not
digitized computer images? That totally sucks. Can someone in the
US verify this information or tell me how I can verify this
information? I would be in your debt.

--

'Tr'Pakh' wrote: (To Me)
>It's so good to hear from you again!  I was afraid something more
>drastic had happened after the incident with your computer.

'Tr'Pakh', my friend, thank you for caring. Yes I am still here,
and no, I don't intend on leaving any time soon. This is the only
sane place I can go to really express myself, and not be judged by
people who don't know what I am going through. Your friendship
means the world to me, and so does the friendship of everyone on
this list. You are my family, and I love and respect each and every
one of you.

--

Regarding the Sherrice Iverson murder in Nevada...
>I apologize for the misunderstanding.  For some strange reason I
>immediately think "Las Vegas" when I hear or see the word
>"Nevada".

You aren't the only one, my friend. Everyone immediately thinks
that. I have friends all over Nevada, and when they say they live
in Nevada, everyone assumes they live in Vegas. Remember, there's
also Reno in the Northern part of the state too! The rest is pretty
much rural land. BTW... While the murder did *not* take place in
Las Vegas, the trial *did*, or should I say was *supposed* to!

--

'Daveboy' wrote:
>I know 'most' of you here are LGL's so the following is really
>aimed more at any unconverted lurkers..
<snip>

RIGHT ON! Man you have hit the nail right on the head! I am gonna
remember this post for a long, long time. Way to set the record
straight!

'Beamish'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'PanGalactic' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Another for the movie lists,

_The Girl With Brains In Her Feet_
1997, Roberto Bangura, 1hr 38mins

"The likable energetic debut for both writer Jo
Hodges and director Roberto Bangura is set in
1972 Leicester, England. T-Rex and bell-bottom
trousers are in and Jack - a beautiful and
talented mixed-race schoolgirl is hungry for
her first experience of everything from sex
to drugs to sporting glory. There are sparkling 
performances from its unknown Midlands cast,
a witty script and a soundtrack mix of
70s classics."

-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Cipolin' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

'Tr'Pakh' wrote:
>Well, it seems that the summer is over.  School is in full swing,
>and the first fall storms are making their way down from the 
>Arctic.

And I'm happy to report that summer is only just beginning - 
crop-tops and short dresses are being resurrected from their 
cupboards by their delicious little owners. (Despite 
appearances to the contrary, the world does not revolve 
around North America!)

--

To 'Sanctuary' -

Your situation with 'B' seems to be a recurring phenomenon. 
(Assuming I am remembering your posts correctly).  Methinks 
there is a Judas in your midst - your daughter perhaps?  
It is one possibility.

--

Just finished reading 'Dream Children', by A.N. Wilson. 
Did anyone other than me find the end rather disappointing?  
Also, I was a little troubled by the murder-suicide 
plot-thread: did anyone else find this line of the narrative 
totally stupid?

   [ Could people try to reply without giving away the
     ending to those who havn't yet read the book, please. ]

There are some very poignant passages in this book, which 
will possibly touch a chord with many on this list.  Worth 
reading (although, if you're short on funds, wait till it 
arrives at the library).

Regards,

'Cipolin'
-------------------------------------------------------------



'Tr`Pakh' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Hi all!

Had a wonderful weekend ... went to see a local production of a
famous Gilbert & Sullivan musical ... the theatre was chock full
of beautiful youngsters ... :)

--

'Jack' writes regarding Sanctuary's lament about 'B':
>How old is "B"?  You may have mentioned it in another post, but I do not
>recall.  My daughter also has a friend who I went through the same type of
>situation with.  When she would visit, we would play fight, or tickle fight
<snip>
>I am wondering if perhaps this girl, and "B" also, are having feelings that
>they do not yet understand, and it scares them a little.  "J" is 10, almost
>11, but is very mature for her age, both physically and most times, mentally

This behaviour probably has to do with the girls' having mixed 
feelings about what's happening.  On the one hand, it feels good
to play with you, on the other hand, they are told all the time
not to let anyone "touch" them ... although the word "touch" has
never been clearly defined for them ... which is *exactly* how
the hysteria-driven child abuse industry wants it.  It keeps the
paying patients coming.

>too.  Don't take it that she is scared of you, but that she is most likely
>confused about her own feelings.  As girl lovers, we sometimes forget that
>they don't have the same thoughts that we do.  Some of us tend to think they
>are on the same maturity level as us, but they aren't.

While they may not be on the same "maturity" level as older people,
we must remember never to discount their intelligence and insight.
I always make it a point to treat a child like I would treat anyone
else, to talk *to* them, rather than *at* them, and never talking
*down* to them.  I find that this endears me to them, since most
adults they deal with will treat them, as the American colloquialism
says, "like a little kid".  I also find it gains me their respect,
which comes in very handy in teaching/tutoring/supervising/babysitting
situations.

They may not have the same level of maturity as *some* adults do
(please not the qualification there -- I know a great many adults
who are more immature than their two year olds ...), we must never
forget that they are still people, and should be treated as such.

--

'GL7' writes about a new person in his life:
>Hi people! "Ask and ye shall receive." About two or three weeks ago I
>prayed that God would send me another precious gem following the loss of
>Kim, whose crazy mom won't allow me to have any contact with her. Guess
>what. God answered my prayer and now a ten year old girl who looks like
>an eight year old who has moved into my house. We are doing all kinds of
>nice things together. 

I'm happy for you, GL7.  It's a sad thing to be torn from one that we
love by the jealous machinations of her parent(s).  I'm glad that you
have been blessed with this new bundle of joy.  You will never again
love anyone exactly the way you love Kim, then again, you will never
love anyone the way you will love Angel.  Each relationship is unique,
and we must learn to take each one for what it is, and make the most
of it.  I wish you a long and happy time together.

>                                                     There has been
>some touching between us but it's all very innocent. She's a little
>sweetheart and actually wore a training bra the other day when she was
>wearing overalls, apparently so no one could see very slightly budding
>nipples (probably one of her parents told her to do it). 

I find that soooooooo annoying about America!  When I was in Germany,
I would routinely see girls that age going about in overalls or tank
tops without any bra type things, and often even topless.

That unnecessary prudity is probably the one thing I hate most about
living in the US.

--

'Sanctuary' writes:
>I got to talk to a couple of lovely young girls yesterday on the
>bus stop. They have beautiful smiles and respond to compliments.
>They also initiated some of the conversation. The only trouble
>was that they spoke very little English and I know NO Spanish.
>I am amazed that we were able to relate so well even with that
>barrier. Our smiles said much more than our words.

Ah, yes.  The smile is, after all, the universal language. :)

--

'Misty Vain' writes:
>I saw Atom Egoyan's 'Exotica' the other day and couldn't help
>myself to see it as if it was all about educating people about
>girl-love... I know it explained everything 'the correct way'
>but it was so consistent with all the allusions! Has anyone 
>else noticed this or am I just being too imaginative? 

Hmm.  Can't say.  I've never even heard of Atom Egoyan's 'Exotica'.
What is it, and where can I get a copy?

--

'sLeepOVER' wrote:
>>But how can I enjoy their presence, 
>>when I don't know how to approach them... 
>>I'm afraid I'm not much help to you on that one.  My first 
>>response would be to simply go right up to them, but the 
>>community you live in might not approve of that.  Maybe 
>
>Well, I think people would approve of that if you just don't 
>give a pervert impression of yourself. The atmosphere is not 
>that paranoid here. And I guess it can't be anywhere in real-
>life situations, only if you read those news selectively, it 
>may seem so. Am I right? I think very few would think at first
>sight that someone is a pedophile even if he likes to play 
>with children.

Unfortunately, that is *exactly* what people will think of anyone
who shows affection to children (at least where I live).  Just
recently, a local man was prosecuted for child molestation for
giving his own 9-year old daughter a backrub inside her shirt ...
while IN HIS OWN BACK YARD!  A neighbor saw it and called police.
The trial is pending.

>>Sad, isn't it, that this world claims to love children, put
>>them first and foremost, yet has so little time for them?  
>
>The word is: (hmm. can't find it in the dictionary) 
>double morality?

I think the phrase you're looking for is "double standard", and
I think it's the most abominable practice of all time.

'Daveboy' writes:
>I know 'most' of you here are LGL's so the following is really
>aimed more at any unconverted lurkers..

Well argued!  Thank you for sharing that!

--

Well that's all the time I have ... (I can hear you all
sighing with relief back there ... :)

Be well!

'Tr'Pakh'
---------------------------------------------------------------




'Desire' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------

Good to see that new people are coming around more and more. I 
will not react to all of you (I'm too afraid to forget someone), 
so hereby one big welcome to everyone who recently joined 
and/or delurked!

--

And again I've had to face a big problem. I have a number of girl
pictures (no porn) which I found on the Internet and printed out.
Unfortunately I sometimes left them lying next to the printer, and one
of my co-workers wasn't happy with that, and told me not to do so any
more. For some time there were no problems, but gradually I got sloppy
again, and when he again found them, he said he'd notify my boss.
When a few days later he also found ASGL-L printed out, things really
got bad. My boss was informed, and I am now awaiting an official
reprimand for 'using the computer facilities for purposes which it was
not meant for, and are furthermore seen as negative by society',
or something like that. If I'm found again, worse will happen. Still,
I'm here to stay. I'll just keep to reading ASGL-L from the screen from
now on.

--

Luckily I have some positive things to tell as well. It seems I am
starting to become a girl-magnet, see the following two events:

Last Sunday, in the church, I was sitting behind a little girl, about
6 years old. Three times or so, she looked at me, and we smiled at
each other.

Later that day, I went with a bus to replace the train that didn't
go because of some work that was done to the tracks. I saw a girl
(tomboy look, 11 or so) standing there, playing a bit. I took a 
seat close to her. We smiled. She noticed that I was working in a 
puzzle magazine, and a few minutes later sat down next to me and 
together we did some of the puzzles. We would be going the next leg
(by train again) in the same direction as well, and when I sat down 
not far from her and her family, she said "I want to sit with him," 
which she did. After some more puzzles we were at our station of 
destination, and said goodbye.

Neither of these girls I really intended to 'seduce' into my
company. So I guess I'm really starting to have something of myself 
that attracts them.

And today I played with Michaela and Alyson. Their grandmother (my
landlady for those who do not know) was giving them gingerbread, and
shouted down to ask if I wanted one too. I don't say no to such an
offer, and went upstairs (my room is downstairs, most of the rooms
where she lives are upstairs) to eat it. Then Alyson winked me to
come to her, we talked some, one thing led to another, and soon I
found myself playing with the two girls. 

Michaela asked whether I would like to take them out on a walk
(apparently it's a habit that their grandmother does so when they
visit her), and I said "It's okay with me if it is okay with your
grandmother." She said something along the same lines, so next thing
I find myself walking through the neighbourhood with a three year old
and an eight year old girl. We stayed away for an hour (which seems
to have been quite a bit longer than granny had expected), and
visited two playgrounds and a fallow terrain. I'll not go into what
we did or did not do, but we had fun. Where do those children get
the energy, by the way?

  [ Candy ;) ]

Later this week a cousin of mine is getting married. Linda will 
undoubtedly be there too. How will she react to me? I'll keep you
informed.

And from the walk with M&A (no, that's not Mary-Kate and Ashley...),
another 'you might be a pedo if...':

You might be a pedo if, when taking children out to a playground, 
you are the only parent who does not sit down on a bench, but can be 
found on the playground itself - especially if you are ordered around 
by the children.

--

'Paddington' wrote:
> I was frightened and shocked by the news on Wednesday, 
> sitting right on my desk at work and hear "At 6 o'clock the 
> police has ... 20 countries ... at last 10,000 different
> pictures to join the ring ... (see Ianthe's news-cuttings
> _if_ you haven't heard this). It _is_ as I think naturally
> one of the purposes to frighten also people like us, who
> as I hope, do nothing harmful to children. I was in fear to
> Sunday, as I got the last postings - so I'm _now_ sure
> Ianthe is ok, not caught nor involved. But - no comment on 
> the case in your postings - you prefer to ignore this?

I ignore this, why not? I feel sad for the children who have
been abused, as from what I heared I have to conclude that SOME of
the people in this ring must have committed horrible acts of child
abuse. I also feel sad because this will probably lead to a new
public rejection of pedophiles in general. But frightened? No, why
would I? I won't be caught in any child porn crackdown - I'm not
exchanging it or collecting it. I might be frightened like most
other pedophiles are, but this kind of thing - shrug.

> To me: My wife has told me, that she has so much emotional 
> trouble to live beside me and desire this other guy that 
> she can't wait four or more years - the separation will
> come earlier than we thought.

You know, I see some good points in this, actually. I mean, if you
separate now, you can separate while still on good terms. Then you
could keep contact afterwards, stay living near one another
etcetera. That gives your daughter a place to run to when something
goes wrong between the two of you.

> But, facing the fear 
> not to know how the Internet works, how to stay anonym on 
> the net and _and_ what I have written my wife has made an
> ultimative demand: I have to leave this group, have to
> avoid every kind of pictures which can be interpreted as
> kiddie porn - and, because I love my daughter I'll do so.

Sad to see you go. And I'm afraid your wife is wrong, as well. It
would be better to have a thing to channel your sexual feelings
through. And that would better be some pictures than your dear
daughter.

> So, with mourning in my soul, please, Ianthe, please delete
> my account and every trace you may have from me. I'm sorry,
> friends. If this list will stay online some years more
> (and I hope so) I will come back later. I'll look for
> Ianthe's website and, if I find them, in the archives ...

If this list does not go on, some other will. More than once, when
the list posting was a little bit late, I have felt afraid and
thought "Oh dear, what's happened to Ianthe". And each time I
decided "If it stays away, I re-start a new list myself." And no
doubt there are more people who think the same way. Luckily it has
never been necessary, but be ascertained - girl-lovers have taken
their place on the Internet, and they will never be thrown off it
anymore.

Now we're talking about this list anyway - some time ago there was
some talk from people who found ASGL-L to be too much to read. How
much interest would there be in a 'light' version of ASGL, with
a certain maximum amount of text (say, 500 lines per week)? 

   [ Light to read perhaps, but heavy for me to edit. ]

And what would people want to keep in? If there are enough people 
who would want this with similar wishes, I would be willing to make
the selections. But not if that's for 1 or 2 people only.

   [ You might want instead to think about filletting the
     two years or more of archives for "the best of" to
     make into a web-site ? ]

--

'Flickorna' wrote:
> My friend who has been in contact with many teens has heard it
> again and again. Many teens think they were "abused" even though
> they consented to and enjoyed the experience. My friend cleared
> these teenagers up really fast that what they experienced was NOT
> abuse. These teens felt much better upon hearing this.

Those are the people WE have to fight for. 20 or 30 years ago,
incest was often not believed. There was no place where a victim
could go to. Luckily that has changed. Unluckily, there is now a
new group that is being neglected, disbelieved and maltreated: the
children who are positive towards their experiences. Where can a
boy or girl go who wants to say how wonderful it is to have sex with
his/her brother/father/adult friend? The most probable reaction
from society is that they have been abused.

Those are the people we have to fight for. Showing that adult-child
sex can be bad, but can be good as well. Giving them a listening
ear. We should fight to get to a society where a child can tell
about his/her sexual experiences if he/she wants and will be
reacted to according to his/her own feelings - cheer with them
(although perhaps worried) if they consider it positive, comfort
them and help them fight if they consider it negative. That would
really save children - those who have happy sexual encounters by
not giving them the feeling that what they did was wrong, or that
they have been abused, but also those who have been abused - by
making it more natural that it is discussed.

> Another aim of this web site would be to include resources for young 
> people who have encountered real abuse and give them ideas on what they 
> can do. It will include ideas for young people who do not necessarily 
> want to "turn in" their abusers and also people and agencies they can 
> talk to if they feel it is necessary.

Also a good purpose. What the child needs is the end of the abuse,
and the renormalization of the relationship in such a way that it
does not start again. A trial and the following incarceration of
the abuser will often only hurt the child more, especially in cases
of incest.

Still, your main question I have to answer negatively - no, I would
not know where to point these youths at.

--

'sLeepOVER' wrote:
> And when I visit various chat rooms, it just seems to me that 
> people are ever-so-gradually "evolving" in their outlook on many
> things, most especially sexuality.  Has anyone else noticed this?
> So, during an email chat with someone, I suggested that we are on 
> the brink of a revolution, one triggered by the 'net, to which 
> he rightfully pointed out to me that it was no revolution at 
> all, because revolutions are about action, not merely sitting 
> on one's ass, chatting.

What I think has triggered this is the very democratic nature of
the Internet: More people than ever before are capable of making
their voices heared. Formerly, all media were either one-to-one
(a letter, telephone) or one-to-many (books, radio, television).
With the Internet we now have media that are many-to-many, or are
one-to-many but available to 'everybody'. Printing a book, or
making a TV-program is an expensive thing to do, but making a
web-site is available for everyone. This allows groups that are cut 
off from the mainstream media (like us) to have their voice being 
heared. And thus people hear about more 'other sides of the story', 
and that undoubtedly aids independent thinking.

> I would frequent "bi" chat rooms, and in those, there would always 
> be the occasional surfer who'd enter and begin spewing forth all 
> manner of condemnation.  And then of course, the "regulars" of 
> the room would begin spewing back, heheh, but once in a while a 
> "spewer" would start to listen to what was being said, and would 
> actually come to first, an understanding of us, and second, an 
> actual acceptance of us! :)

I can remember having that kind of case in BoyChat recently. A
woman came in, at first just telling how bad all pedophiles were,
and that she had been abused by her father as a child, and her
husband by his pedo-lover. But apparently she not only shouted, she
also listened. And gradually, she is now a member of the community.
She still is against adult-child sex, and will undoubtedly remain
so. But she also now realizes that many boy-lovers are good people,
who truly and deeply love boys, and not sex-driven maniacs. (those
who visit BoyChat will probably know I'm talking about MarchHare)

--

'oskar' wondered:
> Also, has anyone heard anything more than i about Todd Solandz's 
> (welcome to the dollhouse) new movie (opening around me i think 
> October 26) Happiness? the only desciption i got of it was that it is 
> about pedophilia in suburban new jersey.

The Internet Movie Database describes the film thus:

__When a young woman (Jane Adams) rejects her current overweight
suitor (Jon Lovitz) in a restaurant, he unexpectedly places a curse 
on her. The film then moves on to her sisters. One (Cynthia Stevenson)
is a happily married woman with a psychiatrist husband (Dylan Baker) 
and three kids. Unfortunately the husband develops an unnatural 
fascination for his 11 year old son's male classmates, fantasizes about
mass killing in a park, and masturbates to teen magazines. One of his 
patients (Philip Seymour Cassel) has an unrequited fascination for the 
third sister (Lara Flynn Boyle). Meanwhile the apparently stable 40 
year marriage of the sister's parents (Ben Gazzara, Louise Lasser) 
suddenly unravels when he decides he has had enough and wants to live 
a hermit's life in Florida. Obviously, the whole movie is slightly 
warped in its viewpoint and certainly presents abnormal relationships
among all of its parties.__

And a reviewer writes:

__Love it or hate it, Welcome to the Dollhouse writer/director Todd
Soldonz' sophomore effort -- the ironically entitled Happiness -- is 
one of the most strikingly original and morally wrenching visions to 
hit the festival in years. Set in a world filled with people whose 
lives have been utterly stunted by the conventions of socially
acceptable behavior, its only likeable characters are a child whose 
goal in life is to ejaculate, a woman universally considered a 
hopeless loser and a psychiatrist wrestling with his own long-repressed 
desire to commit pedophile rape. When you strip away all the smiley-face
horse pucky, Solondz seems to say that what really makes us happy is 
often horrible, and always gained at the expense of somebody else. 
(It also makes for a very funny movie, which is more than a little 
disturbing in itself.)__

From this we can conclude that the movie does not give a positive
description of pedophilia - or of any other kind of human behaviour,
for that sake...

--

'Isabel' quotes a manifesto... <snip>

In general I agree with this, but there is one thing:

> * The right to one non-discriminatory age of consent regardless of
> different sex practices. 

I assume that this is intended to in the first place stand for an
equal AOC for homosexual and heterosexual practices, something with
which I certainly agree. However, the way it is phrased now, I cannot
agree with this. To me the boundary between sex and intimacy is a
vague one, and holding someone in your arms can be regarded a 'sexual
practice' in my opinion. Still, unless we put the AOC at birth, I
would not like to forbid this below the AOC. In a less extreme case,
it seems to me that it is reasonable to have a lower AOC for petting
and caressing, and perhaps also masturbating than for anal or vaginal
intercourse.

   [ Would not it be better to scrap 'ages' altogether and go
     with a case-by-case evaluation of emotional/physical
     maturity ? ]

--

'Pandora' writes:
> How do you deal with the question of sex? Silly right?

No, that's not silly. If you go through the archives, you'll see that
it's not the first time that a girl-lover's lack of sexual interest
in his wife causes problems. IIRC, it was at least part of the reason
why 'Sir A.J.' and his girlfriend broke up. There is also some
discussion about the subject on TheSlurp's message board (unfortunately
his site is taken down because he has reached his quotum for this
month - he also did not react to my emails with parts of the booklet -
could you please give me a sign of life?). I'm afraid I cannot help
you, but you are certainly not the only one with this problem.

> Everyone here seems helpful and sympathetic to one another's plights. 
> I know I am not a girl-lover, but I am in love with one and want to
> help him in anyway I can.

I don't care that you're not a girl-lover. You're still one of us. One
of our friends on ASGL. And I admire your attempts to understand your
friend and accept him the way he is. I don't think many people would
be ready to do the same.

'Desire'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'Sanctuary'
---------------------------------------------------------------------

'Jack' wrote:
>How old is "B"?...I am wondering if perhaps this girl, and 
>"B" also, are having feelings that they do not yet understand, 
>and it scares them a little.  

B... is seven. I don't think that she is having any feelings at this
point because we don't know each other yet. We were just having
fun at first. However, another girl I had known for years told me
right out that she wasn't ready for a relationship yet. All I wanted
to do was kiss her but she apparently perceived that as a 
commitment of some kind.

'Sanctuary'
------------------------------------------------------------


ends

alt.support.girl-lovers                         26th September 1998
-------------------------------------------------------------------
http://www.duende.demon.co.uk/456.html    Last: 22nd September 1998
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  [ Press-cuttings round-up ]


* Naming doesn't deter sex offenders
* Last vestige of the USA's CDA law swept away 
* UK police training leaves them "unable to cope" with sex offenders
* Sex inquiry targets Australian teachers
* News snippets
* Editorials
* Feature articles
* Movie review


--------------------------------------------------------

15th Sept 98

 _Naming doesn't deter sex offenders_

 "NAMING and shaming" paedophiles and sex offenders by 
vigilante communities does not stop them re-offending, 
a study has found.  Sex offenders who were "outed" were 
more likely than those retaining anonymity to commit 
further crimes after their release. The findings, which 
are being considered by the Home Office, suggest that 
mob fury fails to make any contribution to preventing 
re-offences. 
 Opponents of the identification of sex offenders say the
report demonstrates that telling the public does not reduce
the number of sex crimes and could instead disrupt police
supervision and force offenders underground. 
 The research, by an urban policy group in Seattle, tracked
139 sex offenders - 125 adults and 14 juveniles - released
from prisons in Washington State between 1990 and 1993. It
compared the re-offending patterns of those subject to
"community notification law" and those who were released
before the law was introduced. 
 Four-and-a-half years after their release, 57 per cent of
publicly identified sex offenders had been arrested for
some kind of criminal behaviour, as opposed to 47 per cent
of those whose identities were kept under wraps. 
 The named sex offenders were, on average, arrested again in
two years for other offences. But it took an average of
five years for those who remained anonymous to be arrested
for fresh offences. 
 The report suggested, however, that offenders who were
publicly identified when released were subject to greater
police targeting and surveillance. 
 "The American experience shows that telling the public the
whereabouts of individual offenders does not reduce the
number of sex crimes," said Paul Cavadino, director of
policy and information at the National Association for the
Care and Resettlement of Offenders. 
 "Community notification would add nothing to public
protection. It can also produce a false sense of security
by diverting attention from other paedophiles and potential
offenders who have not been convicted." 
 The Association of Chief Officers of Probation has
identified 40 cases where the "outing" of sex offenders led
to vigilante action or offenders going to ground,
disrupting supervision and surveillance arrangements. The
association warned that such action, stirred up by media
attention, could be counter-productive and called for
supervised accommodation and efforts to persuade offenders
to agree to voluntary supervision and treatment. 
 The Home Office accepts that "outing" does not reduce the
chances of paedophiles re-offending.

-----------------------------------------------------------

                

-----------------------------------------------------------

USA: 09/24/98

 Court Protects "Indecent", "Annoying" Net Speech

A three-judge panel in San Francisco ruled Thursday that a
remaining provision of the 1996 Communications Decency Act
did not bar an online publisher from sending annoying 
messages over the Net. 

San Francisco multimedia firm ApolloMedia filed suit
against the federal government in January 1997, challenging
a CDA provision that barred the transmission of material 
online with an intent to annoy.

ApolloMedia had not been charged under the law, but feared
its Annoy.co [http://www.annoy.com] web-site might be
subject to prosecution. One of the site's features was a
series of e-mail protest messages that could be sent to 
government and other public officials. The messages were 
intended to annoy.
 
But a majority of the three-judge panel ruled that
Annoy.com's policies would not fall under the "intent to
annoy" provision of the CDA, which was one of the planks
left in place when the Supreme Court overturned much of the
legislation in 1997.

"We are thrilled," said Clinton Fein, the president of
ApolloMedia. "It means that nothing we have on Annoy.com
could be considered prosecutable."

The decision marked only a mixed victory for ApolloMedia,
which had hoped to overturn the provision altogether. 

William Bennett Turner, one of ApolloMedia's attorneys,
said "It's good to have the court officially say that 
indecent speech cannot be made criminal on the Internet." 

---------------------------------------------------------


Australia:
---------------------------------------------------------

20th September 98

 Sex inquiry targets WA teachers

 THREE WA teachers are being investigated for
alleged sexual misconduct incidents involving students.

 Latest figures reveal that nationally 384 teachers and
staff are under investgation for alleged incidents.
Investigations are being carried out by police and/or
education departments.

 The figures were disclosed in documents obtained by The
Weekend Australian under Freedom of Information for the
period September 1996 to May this year.
 
 Education Director-General Cheryl Vardon said the
department had a comprehensive strategy to combat
paedophilia.  She said conduct which justified 
investigation included one-on-one, teacher-student 
interviews behind closed doors, hugging, or 
inappropriate touching or bad language -  in addition
to sexual abuse allegations.

 But teachers were often the victims of provocative pupils
out for revenge, the WA State School Teachers Union said. 
Union president Brian Lindberg said: "It always surpises me
that some parents allow their children to dress
provocatively. Many children know what they are doing, 
they know how to use their sexuality at a young age. A lot 
of complaints are paybacks and teachers are highly 
vulnerable to these kind of allegations. In many cases 
kids will make the complaints out of revenge. A lot of 
teachers don't want to go on camp or excursions. We advise 
teachers not be be alone in a room with a child but that's 
easier said than done. We tell them to be very, very wary 
of comforting a distressed child in a way that could be 
misconstrued. We tell camp leaders and physical education 
teachers to be very careful that they do not do anything 
that could be misconstrued and ruin their reputation."

-----------------------------------------------------------



Snippets:
-----------------------------------------------------------

19th September 1998

 Police training fails, says report

Up to 100m is wasted each year on training programmes for
Britain's police officers, and their failure is linked to
the high level of deaths in custody, says an independent
report. 
 
The Police Federation study into the experiences of 2,000
police officers from five regional forces revealed no
confidence in their training and appraisal. The report's
author, John Dwyfor Davies, a professor at the University
of the West of England, Bristol, called the training "an
abject failure" and an "astounding waste of money". 
Funds were being spent in the wrong places at the wrong
times, he said. It was not unusual to find an officer with
15 years' experience who had received no training since his
days as a cadet.

Ian Westwood, the Police Federation's vice-chairman, said
officers were often unprepared for the challenges of modern
policing. Many would be unable to cope with the new,
sensitive roles that will be demanded of them by the Crime
and Disorder Bill, which focuses on young offenders, sex
offenders and curfews.

  Sidebar:

  Figures on police complaints and discipline in the 43
forces in England and Wales shows that the number of
officers convicted of criminal offences in 1997-98 rose 
by 23 per cent to 53, compared with 43 in 1996-97 and 
45 in 1995-96.  The number of officers sacked for 
disciplinary offences is also rising. Last year 123 
officers were dismissed or required to resign, the 
most since 1991. 
  More than 110 police officers in at least seven forces 
in England and Wales are being investigated, or face 
charges, in an unprecedented series of corruption 
inquiries. 

--

09/21/1998

    WASHINGTON - A bill by Sen. Orrin Hatch, R-Utah, to
make it easier to catch and punish high-tech sexual
predators was passed by his Senate Judiciary Committee 
last week.
    The Bill would prohibit the sending of obscene 
materials on the Internet to minors and also "libidinous 
dissemination on the Internet of information related to
minors."
       The bill now goes to the full Senate. The House
passed similar legislation in June.

--

23/09/98

 New Zealand researchers, from the University of Otago
Medical School in Dunedin, have conducted a study in 
New Zealand among more than 900 21-year-old men and 
women. As studies have found in the United States and 
Britain, the New Zealand study reported that half the 
men questioned reported having intercourse for the 
first time by age 17 and half the women by age 16. 
In New Zealand, nearly a third of the women and 28 
percent of the men were 15 or younger when they first 
had sex.

--

24/09/98
 
 AUSTRALIA -- Convicted child sex offenders will be 
jailed if they are seen near schools and playgrounds, 
under tough new laws proposed by the State Government.

 Under legislation approved by Cabinet this week, it will
be illegal for any sex offender, no matter when a
conviction was recorded, to be in public areas
frequented by children, including schools, school bus
stops, swimming baths, libraries, child-care centres, 
playgrounds, sporting areas and parks.

 Legislation was also introduced to make it easier to 
bring offenders to trial, allowing offenders to be 
put on trial even if the victim was unable to provide 
any details as to the precise date, time and place 
of the abuse.

 This would overturn a 1989 High Court decision which
required an alleged victim to supply this information 
for charges to be laid.

 The new laws will carry a maximum penalty of 25 years' 
jail.

--

UK:

-- September 24th

   Convicted pedophiles may have to notify the  
police when traveling abroad and sex offenders 
visiting Britain may have to notify authorities 
about where they are staying, under plans being 
considered by the Home Office.

        Home Office officials are reviewing the 
Sex Offenders Act and are considering adding 
amendments to the law to force all convicted sex 
offenders who travel to Britain from overseas 
to sign the register. They are also considering 
forcing pedophiles in Britain to tell the police 
whenever they travel abroad. 

-----------------------------------------------------------



Editorials/comment:
-----------------------------------------------------------

_Peeping Bobbies_ 

While we're playing the What the Hell is Going On in
Britain? game, we should look to the issue of privacy.
British police are reportedly close to cutting a deal with
ISPs that would give them virtually unlimited access to
private e-mail. 

Under the terms of the deal, ISPs would keep electronic
copies of all e-mail for at least a week, and police could
paw through the notes at will, with no requirement for a
warrant. As usual, police say the power is necessary to
combat paedophiles and other nasty bad guys. 

Sounds to me like a sales campaign for steganography
and PGP encryption software. 

--

The Daily Telegraph:

 _WAY OF THE WORLD_

 I do not have e-mail facilities and have no immediate
plans to get them, I might have reacted with indifference
to the news that the police now claim a right to intercept
private e-mails. In order to steam open our letters or
intercept our private telephone conversations, they need a
warrant from the Home Secretary, but by agreement with the
Internet service providers, they will have untrammelled
access to anything which is sent by electronic mail between
the country's eight million Internet users. What excited my
interest in this proposal was the police explanation that
they needed these extra powers to monitor criminal
activity, especially paedophile and pornography rings. This
constant police emphasis on its struggle against
paedophiles and pornographers strikes me as rather odd. 

Of course, nobody approves of child abusers, and I suppose
it is just possible that some of them feel the need to form
a ring and communicate with each other by e-mail. As for
the idea of a pornography ring, I suppose the whole of the
United States could be described as one gigantic
pornography ring, since we learn that porn videos now
outvalue the entire cinema industry in that amazing
country. 

One can understand the tendency of those who work in the
sex-abuse industry to exaggerate the extent of the problem
- a headline in this week's Observer announced that sexual
abuse had become an epidemic, that we all know an offender;
the story complained that there was a paedophile in every
street. Perhaps it is true that those who communicate
by e-mail are more likely to be paedophiles and to form
rings than those who write by letter or use the telephone.
Even so, I doubt the usefulness of allowing the police to
read everyone's e-mail. This would be a much greater blow
against privacy than against perversion from a police force
which has more or less given up the protection of private
property, and seeks only to increase its powers over
private citizens and feed its curiosity about what they are
doing. This has nothing to do with the protection of
children or the discouragement of pornography. 

--

21st September 1998   

EDITORIAL: Censorship is old-school -- We're in the 
midst of a cultural upheaval

  Sometime around 1969, I covered a speech given by the
attorney general of Maryland in which he defended the
state's motion-picture censor board. 

 The poor man was talking to a group of librarians who
believed, unaccountably, in free speech - and he simply
lost it. He favored movie censorship, he finally said,
because he feared his teen-age daughter would see a
pornographic movie and have sex afterward. 

 In my story about censorship, that remark was censored. 
We did such things back then. We felt a virtual parental
obligation to our readers. 

 We did not want children to read, or even to know, of
certain things, and so we had our standards, which we took
very seriously. We would not tell our readers, for
instance, who was sleeping with whom.
 
It is by now evident to everyone that the days of the
press, especially major newspapers, playing the role of
gatekeeper are gone. 

 Kenneth Starr's report on the relationship between
President Clinton and Monica Lewinsky went straight to the
American people via the Internet. It was almost entirely
about sex. It was gamy, smutty and, in places, used
colloquial terms for sex acts. Any child with a computer
could have read the whole thing. 

 I have often wondered if people who lived during the
Renaissance knew they were living in the Renaissance.
Surely, they did not. Massive cultural changes are probably
not discernible at the time. 

 I think we are experiencing one of those historic moments
now. 

 I know that the role I used to play - gatekeeper - is no
longer possible. My older colleagues could once deny the
American people the knowledge that John F. Kennedy was a
womanizer. 

 But when, for instance, that supermarket newspaper the Star
published Gennifer Flowers' account of her affair with
Clinton, there was simply no containing the news. The major
newspapers and television networks downplayed or ignored
the story. Not so the local television news and some
tabloids. Pow! The story was out, and, against their will,
the old gatekeepers had to deal with it. 

 It has been the same with the Lewinsky story. 

 Before any newspaper dared to mention that cigar, it was on
the Internet, not to mention late-night television. By the
time the Starr report itself was made public, there was no
containing it. 

 Not only was it out on the Net, it was published verbatim
in newspapers such as The Washington Post - the very
newspaper that, earlier in my career, would not mention the
fears of the Maryland attorney general regarding his
daughter. 

 The rout of the gatekeepers has been near-total. 
If the phenomenon were limited to the press, it would still
be important. But the media is only part of the story.
Parents, too, are gatekeepers, and they have almost
entirely lost their ability to censor. 

 Parents might not want their 8-year-old to know that,
sometimes, a cigar is not a smoke, but there is precious
little they could do to keep that information at bay. 
The Internet may just be the final straw. While once a
child was almost entirely dependent on adults for certain
kinds of information, there is now TV and radio, movies and
videos - not to mention a plethora of magazines that are
far more frank than they used to be. 

 What's more, young people have money to spend, which, in
America, is pretty close to the highest virtue. 

 It's ironic that the very people who have denounced the
democratization of information - the political and cultural
right - cheered the widest dissemination of the Starr
report. 

 A hierarchy that once seemed both eternal and ordained
collapsed as swiftly as the Berlin Wall - a societal change
that's partly economic, partly technological, partly
cultural and totally new. 

 A revolution has occurred, and we know it as we always
have: the head of the leader is on public display. 

-----------------------------------------------------------



Feature articles:
-----------------------------------------------------------

 Robbing kids of their childhood and teaching parents to
 panic -- Let children be children and adults be adults, 
 says Frank Furedi
 
  Since my son Jacob was born almost three years ago, I have
been reminded constantly that a life of peril begins at
birth. At the hospital nurses were quick to explain the
security arrangements made to thwart baby snatchers. Other
experts were forthcoming with the latest cot death advice.
One doctor informed us that an X-ray indicated a very small
possibility that something was wrong with Jacob's kidneys.
When pressed for further clarification, the doctor stated -
in confidence - that he had only mentioned it to cover
himself against future litigation. When we got home we were
bombarded with leaflets and more professional advice on how
to keep our baby safe from harm. Within a matter of one
week we were fully informed about the countless risks which
apparently threatened our son. 

Time and again I am reminded that children are now regarded
as a kind of endangered species. The veritable army of
professionals staffing the child protection industry takes
every opportunity to promote the message that children are
permanently at risk. Safety campaigns around everything
from child abuse and cot death to stranger danger and
sunbathing all reinforce the belief that childhood is a
uniquely dangerous experience. With all of this helpful
information and advice, it is easy to forget that children
are safer and healthier than ever before. 

This summer it was announced that home secretary Jack Straw
plans to issue safety packs to parents, advising them how
to protect their children from paedophiles. The packs, to
be drawn up in cooperation with child safety charities,
will 'advise parents not to let their children play alone
in quiet places, suggest ages at which they might be
allowed to run errands alone, and tell parents how they can
vet people who work with children' ('Parents told not to
let children play alone', Independent, 20 July 1998).
'Supervise young children at all times', warns a leaflet on
playing in the garden published by the Child Accident
Prevention Trust. This message is echoed weekly by numerous
campaigns on child safety. Predictably, parents have become
increasingly paranoid about their children's safety.

Surveys reveal a permanent sense of unease among parents
about possible risks facing children in public places. 

The transformation of child protection into an industry has
had a devastating impact on parenting and the quality of
children's lives. Anxious parents have become more and more
reluctant to allow their children the space and the freedom
that previous generations took for granted. 

Parental concern for the security of children has
fundamentally changed the meaning of childhood. It is
increasingly rare to see children roaming free with friends
or walking to and from school. The proportion of junior
schoolchildren that are allowed to cross the road on their
own has halved between 1971 and 1990. When, on average, a
British schoolgirl walks for less than seven minutes a day,
it becomes evident that something has gone seriously wrong. 

One unfortunate consequence of the contemporary panic with
outdoor safety is the consensus that it is wrong to allow
children to spend time on their own. If a child is left to
play unsupervised it is now seen as a sign of 'neglect'.
Indeed the very idea of unsupervised children's activity -
which used to be called play - is now defined by child
professionals as a risk. Those who question the merits of
the constant supervision of children are accused of
reckless parenting. Parents who allow their children to
walk to school unsupervised can often become the subject of
local gossip. Parental responsibility is increasingly
associated with the willingness to supervise and chaperone
children. 'Good parenting' now seems to mean protecting
children from the experience of life. 

The restriction on children's outdoor activity has
predictable effects on their development. Numerous reports
on children's health have warned about the negative
consequences of their sedentary lives. Research has linked
the decline in British children's fitness to the decrease
in the amount of time they spend walking and cycling. The
first national Travel Survey reported a fall of about 20
per cent in the annual distance walked and 27 per cent in
the distance cycled between 1985 and 1993. The possible
link between this decline in physical activity and the
increasing trend towards obesity has been noted in the
medical press. 

Parental paranoia impacts on the very quality of childhood.
Supervised play is virtual play. Children need to play on
their own, and unsupervised activity is crucial for their
development. Some of the most character-forming childhood
experiences occur in peer-to-peer situations. Such
unsupervised opportunities have allowed children to make
mistakes, to learn from them, and to acquire important
social skills. 

For children to become responsible they have to learn to
make decisions for themselves, something they can never do
under a parent's watchful eye. Robbing children of their
unsupervised activity hinders the development of their life
skills. Why? Because when children are with adults they
tend to remain 'childish' at precisely the time when they
need to learn to grow up. 

The current emphasis on creating a risk-free environment,
where children's play can always be structured and
supervised, is unlikely to stimulate initiative and
enterprise. Probably the greatest casualty of this
totalitarian regime of safety is the development of a
child's potential. Playing, imagining and even getting into
trouble contribute to that unique sense of adventure which
has helped society forge ahead. A community that loses that
sense of adventure and ambition does so at its peril; and
yet that is where we can end up if socialising children
consists, above all, of filling them with a fear of life. 

So what is behind the panic? The level of parental paranoia
has little to do with any increase in the real dangers
facing children. And while numerous child protection
organisations acknowledge that anxiety over children's
safety has reached unprecedented levels to the detriment of
both children and parents, they have little to say about
its causes. This is not surprising, since they bear
considerable responsibility for this tragic development. 

Initiatives like the New Labour government's National
Family and Parenting Institute can only serve to undermine
the confidence of fathers and mothers in their ability to
parent, reinforcing the notion that we all need outside
professional help in order to cope with the basics of
bringing up children. The paradox is that this
professionalisation of child-rearing infantilises parents,
who in turn end up treating their offspring as an
endangered species. 

The growth of the child protection industry has helped to
transform parenting from a routine experience into
something which is seen as a highly complex skill. As a
result, every dimension of parenting has been turned into a
problem. Even before a child is born parents are encouraged
to study parent-craft skills. Every aspect of conceiving,
bearing and raising children is subject to professional
advice since, the experts agree, child-rearing is too
important a task to leave to parents. Caring professionals
now provide 'education for fatherhood' and run parenting
workshops all over the place. These experts continually
emphasise the 'difficulties' and 'complications' of
parenthood. It is now widely assumed that parents are too
incompetent to talk to their children about sex and other
highly charged issues without an advice pack, a helpline or
a counsellor on hand. 

Raising children used to be seen as a routine expectation
of what it meant to be an adult. Now parenting has been
transformed into a skill. The implication is that, left to
their own resources, most mothers and fathers are unlikely
to cope today. Health minister Tessa Jowell now says that
she wants the health, social services and education
departments to intervene together 'to give children the
best start in life'. The clear message is that a child left
to be brought up by its parents is getting second best. 

Child professionals continually inflate the problem of
parenting. Everyday tasks are continually represented as
difficult and complicated 'skills'. It appears that parents
are too stupid to discuss sex and other emotional subjects
with their children. And since parenting has been
transformed from an intimate relationship, involving
emotion and warmth, into a skill, involving technical
expertise, the role of the expert assumes a special
significance. From this perspective, the solution proposed
is to take parenting out of the family so that enlightened
professionals can put things right. 

Those like the government who advocate parental training
justify their proposal on the grounds that it helps to
empower otherwise confused adults. In fact, despite the
claims of empowerment, this approach can only have the
effect of further undermining parents' confidence in their
abilities. It is difficult to get on and parent when
child-rearing has been mystified and recast as a skill. No
doubt it has been assumed that all this professional advice
and intervention would lead to a more confident and
informed generation of proud new parents. Instead it seems
that today's parents are more insecure and unconfident than
their own parents ever were. 

The reason why the professionalisation of family life
weakens the effectiveness of parents is because the
relationship it tries to regulate cannot be reduced to a
series of skills. A relationship between a parent and child
is a qualitative one which cannot be improved through the
intervention of technical experts. Such intervention can,
however, undermine the integrity of the parent-child
relationship. When professionals encroach on this
relationship it necessarily weakens the authority of
parents. And parents with weak authority are unlikely to
become confident at handling their children. 

The attempt to professionalise family life rests on the
bureaucratic conviction that, because parenting has got to
be learned, it must also be taught. This misguided approach
fails to grasp the elementary relationship between human
experience and learning. There are many things in life that
we learn in our own way through experience. Confident
parents learn from their experiences of life. Such lessons
cannot be created through a course drawn up by a social
work or healthcare professional. These courses only foster
a climate where the parent develops a relation of
dependence on professional advice. 

To make matters worse, child professionals do not merely
give advice. They intrude into parents' lives and undermine
their confidence. Recently, when my wife took Jacob to his
nursery and explained that he had bruised himself falling
over, one of the staff joked that social services would
have to be informed. Everybody laughed - if a bit
nervously. Afterwards, one of the mothers whispered to my
wife, 'Amy had two bruises last week - you have no idea how
nervous I was in case people jumped to the wrong
conclusion'. This exchange of confidences is symptomatic of
the temper of our times. Parental anxiety is not confined
to the actual wellbeing of their children. It extends to a
preoccupation with how the parents are seen by faceless
professionals. Something has clearly gone seriously wrong
when parents live in fear that the most innocent incident
can be interpreted as malign and lead to intrusive
enquiries from nosy officials. 

The professionalisation of parenting is damaging to
children and parents alike. The fundamental question it
raises is this: who knows what is in the best interests of
children? Today, the authority of the expert overwhelms the
claims of competent parents. It is an authority that feeds
on inflating problems and provoking panics about every
aspect of childhood. It is an authority that actively
fosters mistrust. Unfortunately mistrust produces more
experts. And faced by a growing army of child
professionals, parents are even less likely to trust
themselves than before. In such circumstances, parents are
quite entitled to panic about their children. 
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  LM: How 'child protection' can destroy families
      
 The government's new proposals to prevent child abuse are
 more likely to end up harming children and parents, argues
 Tiffany Jenkins, director of Families for Freedom.
 

 The Department of Health's recent proposals on child
protection sound very caring and inclusive. However,
despite its intentions, 'Working together to safeguard
children: new government proposals for interagency
cooperation' could actually hurt children and parents by
encouraging more needless interference in family life. 
The document acknowledges that some families have been
wrongly investigated over suspicions of abuse, and notes
the traumatic effects of such allegations. The new
proposals are intended to 'give clear routes in and out of
the child protection system so that children and families
are not drawn into the net unnecessarily'. 

This is a worthy aim. It is striking that while there is no
evidence that the incidence of child abuse has risen, there
is a worrying increase in the suspicion of abuse where none
has taken place. Over the past 10 years action has been
taken to disrupt and investigate families with no serious
evidence of abuse. 

Each social services department holds a central register
which lists the children in its area who are considered to
be at risk of abuse and who are the subject of an
interagency plan to protect them. A child protection
conference assesses the level of risk to the child and, in
light of that, decides whether the child's name is placed
on the register. A significant proportion of children whose
families have been investigated are found not to be at
risk. 

'Working together to safeguard children' admits that over
half of the 160 000 annual child protection enquiries
relating to children do not lead to action once
investigated. In other words, more than 80 000 families
were suspected of abuse, investigated and, once cleared,
were left to repair the damage. The Audit Commission has
reported that about two thirds of referrals to social
services are dropped before being considered for regis-
tration at a case conference. Even of the 44 100 children
who were the subject of initial child protection
conferences in 1996, 15 830 were not put on the register.
It is hard to avoid the conclusion that thousands of
families are being investigated needlessly. 

Some might say better a thousand families investigated than
one child left abused, but this misses the very real
effects of the investigations on family life. 

The 1989 Children Act emphasises that government agencies
are to consider the child's interests to be paramount at
all times. This is often interpreted in such a way as
unduly to counterpose the interests of the child to those
of its parents. In practice this has meant that parents'
rights have been removed, and government agencies have a
greater say in regulating family life in the name of
protecting the child. 

Government agencies promote the need to consult children
over what is in their interests, but ultimately it is the
courts that act on their behalf over the heads of their
parents. After a single allegation of abuse is made, the
wishes of the parent can be ignored, and they no longer
have any decision- making powers. Their right to legal 'due
process' and the presumption of innocence until proven
guilty is abrogated. Their family life is put under
scrutiny and their parenting questioned. Their child can be
wrenched away and placed in care where nobody knows them or
loves them like a parent can. 

Once others outside of the family are given the power to
make decisions, instead of the parents, it can only serve
to undermine the bonds between parent and child - 
damaging the child's trust in their parents (and possibly
the parents' trust in each other), and shattering the
confidence of the parent concerned. 

The process of inspection blatantly infers to the child
that they should not trust their parents - that a stranger
from the social services department is actually the best
protector of their interests, including, if necessary,
protecting them from their own father and mother.

Investigation is not a quiet process; the school, friends,
colleagues, neighbours and other family members are
consulted. Once accused, many spend years trying to regain
the trust of these people. At a time when parental
confidence is already low and people are more mistrustful
of one another, the consequence of false accusations and
investigations can be to wreck homes and lives. 

The proposal in the introduction of the 'Working together'
report to stop unnecessary intervention would be a valiant
attempt, if the rest of the document did not go against
this sentiment totally. In fact 'Working together' is a
trigger-happy extension of the parameters for outside
intervention in family life. 

'Working together' makes an important but unsubstantiated
claim - that it is possible to recognise people who will
abuse their children before they even do it. The DoH
suggests working with these 'types' and widening services
for children they consider in need. This translates into
intervening in even more family lives, when there is not
even an allegation of child abuse: 'We have promoted the
message that, rather than focusing too narrowly on alleged
incidents of neglect or abuse, agencies should to be taking
(sic) a wider view of the overall needs of child (sic) and
their families. It can often be more helpful to provide
services and support to multiply disadvantaged families
when problems first present rather than waiting for
difficulties to escalate into abuse.' 

Contrary to the report's assumption, there is no simple
link between a 'type' of person or their circumstances, and
their likeli- hood to abuse their own children. Trying to
pre-empt abuse in this manner effectively means
criminalising people who have done nothing wrong. Targeting
families that the DoH deem as having difficulties will be
less about stopping child abuse and more about blaming the
parents whom the government considers responsible for all
kinds of social problems today. 

'Working together' claims, as a matter of fact, the
existence of 'a growing body of research which confirms the
links for some young abusers of being exposed to domestic
violence, family breakdown and sexual abuse and then going
on to perpetuate sexual abuse themselves'. But this 'link'
is fiercely contested by experts who insist that there is
overriding evidence that most parents who were abused do
not themselves go on to abuse. Leading US researcher into
child violence professor Sharon Herzberger, having reviewed
the evidence, wrote in 1993: 'It is abundantly clear that
not all people who have experienced violence will grow up
to be violent. In fact, a minority of maltreated children
grow up to maltreat their own children.' 

The government's proposal will widen the definition of
child abuse to include potential abuse, and makes an
unsupported claim to know who will abuse their own
children. On the basis of this, and despite acknowledging
serious problems with intervention into the lives of too
many families, the DoH proposes greater intervention from
more agencies than ever before. 

The report lists the following agencies as potential
interveners: healthcare workers, social services, people in
education, the police, guardian ad litem, probation
services, daycare workers, GPs/doctors, prison ser-vices,
and, just in case they have missed anybody out, everybody
in the community, voluntary and private sectors. The
document stresses the importance of all of these
professionals and agencies sharing information in the
interest of all children. This marks a rad-ical change in
the responsibilities of some of these agencies. 

GPs, for example, are supposed to have a commitment to
patient confidentiality; yet the new policy insists that
they should break that commitment and pass information on
families to the authorities: 'It is important family
doctors play a full part in identifying those families and
children for whom early intervention may be needed to the
(sic) prevent the development of longer term problems later
on. The government is encouraged to see a growing awareness
among GPs of the contribution they can make to children's
welfare. However, levels of interest and awareness are not
as yet uniformly high.' In short, not enough doctors are
yet prepared to breach their traditional ethical codes. 

The family is one of the few areas where people conduct
their lives more or less on their own terms. Traditionally
it has been a no-go area for the state - yet increasingly
the 'private sphere' of the family is being eroded as the
government takes more and more interest in people's private
lives. 'Poor parenting' is now the subject of numerous
parliamentary initiatives. The Home Office has its own
family and parenting group to compliment an all-party
parliamentary group on parenting, while Jack Straw has
announced plans for a National Family and Parenting
Institute, designed to set standards for parenting
programmes and to establish a telephone helpline for
parents. In this context 'Working together' can be seen as
another step by the authorities into the family home. 

'Working together' strengthens the hand of those who wish
to intrude into the private space of the family at a time
when other government measures are ransacking the rights of
people to raise their children as they think best. If these
proposals go through, the lives of parents and children
will be further eroded. Families will be threatened with
being broken up, not just because of an unfounded suspicion
of abuse, but because they are considered to fit into a
certain officially defined 'type'. Such policies not only
risk ruining the lives of those families subject to direct
intervention; they also undermine the wider principle that
parents have the authority and ability to bring up their
children. When that principle is undermined, the family
truly will become dysfunctional. 
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 CONSENT AND PLAYING WITH MARBLES 

 by Bill Andriette

 Here I present some points about consent. I start with an 
example: a group of children are playing happily with some 
marbles. An unproblematic situation, no? But the marbles 
actually have deadly plutonium inside that will give them 
all cancer. There is clearly a moral problem here. My
interrogator, who contests my main points, speaks in italics.

The problem here is that the children have not consented to 
play with the marbles. 

I don't think so. They are playing with the marbles happily. 
They seem to be consenting. They are all smiles and giggles, 
and people who are being forced to do something almost never 
act that way. 

This everyday, surfacy notion of consent applies not only 
to children, but also to animals, at least mammals. We would 
not think twice about whether a dog, walking along the street
-- tail wagging, tongue hanging out-- is doing so freely. Nor
would we have any doubts that a dog was being coerced who was 
straining atits leash so that it could continue to sniff a 
fire hydrant while its owner was pulling it away. We are very 
attuned to  situations when children (even small ones) are 
forced to do something they don't want, not least because
they generally make their wills known-- whether it's a 
matter of taking piano lessons or going to bed. Moreover, if 
children cannot consent to any activity with adults (given adults'
greater power and experience) then there is no difference 
between consent and coercion when it comes to child-adult 
interaction of any kind. That would mean every trip with a
child is akin to kidnapping, every conversation a barked 
order, every hug compelled. And this we know is not true. 

Back to our example. Maybe the children have consented to play
with the marbles, but they have not consented to play with 
deadly, radioactive marbles.

So let's change the scenario so that their teacher rushes in 
and says,

"Kids, these marbles are radioactive, they're dangerous, and 
you better stop playing with them right now!" If with this 
new knowledge the kids get away from the marbles, the moral 
problem has gone away. Agreed?

Agreed. 

But instead, suppose the kids, being kids, only laugh at the 
teacher.

"Cancer, schmancer!" they taunt, putting the marbles in 
their pockets and dancing around him. The moral problem 
remains, we'll agree. But still, it's wrong to say that 
the moral problem is that the children have not consented
to play with the marbles. 

How can you say that? If those children really knew what 
it meant to play with the radioactive marbles, there's no 
way they would consent to do it.

Maybe those actual children right there and then seem to 
consent to play with the marbles. But within those children
there are a hypothetical persons -- without the immaturity, 
the false consciousness of those actual children -- who 
would never give informed consent to playing with
radioactive marbles. 

That mis-states the problem. There are two moral 
dimensions to this situation: 

1) The children are doing something of their own volition, 
playing with marbles. 

2) The children are doing something that will kill them. 

Feature 1 is, on its face, a distinct moral good. Giving
people, and especially children, autonomy to do what they
want shows respect for their personhood, and gives space 
to learn and grow. On its face, stopping people from 
doing what they want to do is a moral ill. Activities that 
kill people, however, are on their face, also moral ills. 
So we have a moral good (children doing something of their 
own volition) up against another moral good (preventing death). 
This is like most interesting moral problems-- there are 
competing moral goods, and we have to figure out how
we value some over others. Except this problem isn't very 
interesting.

Given the facts here, no one would say that stopping the 
children from doing what they have consented to trumps 
letting them do something that will kill them. Real moral 
dilemmas pit rival goods against each other in ways that 
are much harder to resolve, and around which there will be 
less agreement -- both because different people value 
varying moral goods differently, and because of 
differing interpretations of empirical facts. 

For instance, most of us value individual autonomy and human 
life. So, should the state force-feed an IRA hunger-striker? 
Doing so will undermine the protester's ability to do what 
he wishes with his body, and prevent him from making a 
political statement through starving himself to death.

Allowing him to die, on the other hand, is to help perpetrate 
a preventable death. Our different opinions on this question 
will depend on the differing weight we give various moral 
goods (some of us, say, might tend to value freedom over 
preventing deaths), and also empirical facts (past experience
may show that upon the death of an IRA hunger-striker, some 
are killed in rioting). 

You're splitting hairs. Why does it matter if we say, as I 
prefer, that the kernel of the marble problem is that the 
children have not really consented to play with the deadly 
marbles, instead of saying, as you prefer, that the
problem is that the children are doing something that 
will kill them? 

I would agree that the problem is that the children have not 
consented to play with marbles if the situation were like 
this: man armed with a stick comes upon group of children, 
gives them marbles, and tells them to make like they are 
playing with the marbles, otherwise he'll beat them (I doubt
it's actually possible to force someone to play, but you can 
force someone to act like they are). In this revised version, 
lack of consent is indeed the problem. 

But with our original example, to pose the moral problem in 
terms of consent obscures the real gravitational center of 
moral concern -- that the children are doing something that 
will kill them. Saying the problem is really one of consent 
1) over-values the importance of consent in relation
to other moral goods, and 2) it distorts what we mean by 
consent.

By posing this problem in terms of consent, you imply that 
consent is your principal moral concern, more important than 
anything else. But it isn't really. You are willing with clear
conscience, as am I, to do something that sure looks like 
violating the children's consent: grabbing them, and using 
whatever force is necessary to take away the deadly marbles. 
You could say that this is not really violating the children's 
consent, but that strains credulity. It's more economical and 
truthful, to say that consent is simply one moral good among 
many. In this case, it is clearly outweighed by the risk of 
death from playing with plutonium. But in most people's 
thinking, consent's value is outweighed by much smaller goods: a
parent who lays down the law to a child about taking piano 
lessons or going to bed isn't doing anything wrong, most of us 
think. Violating a child's consent is acceptable to most people 
even when what's at stake is merely giving it a new experience 
or skill, or making sure it's not sleepy in school -- and even 
though we think that respecting a child's will is, in itself, 
a good. When we wring our hands over the ability of children to
consent to sex, what we reveal is not our great respect for 
consent, but rather our great unease over sex. 

But at our last meeting, one of us spoke of her childhood 
experiences with activities that included dancing at bars and 
flirting with men. By all the surface criteria that you claim 
are the hallmarks of consent, she said that she would have 
seemed to have consented. But later she realized she did
not. 

I would question this interpretation. I think it's more accurate 
to say that she did actually consent to participate in the 
activities she describes -- she says at the time she enjoyed 
them. The situations were not of her own choosing and she now 
regards them as damaging. But that does not mean she did not 
at the time participate willingly. Indeed, her willing
participation was probably part of what made those experiences 
later on seem more damaging. One can imagine people who as 
adults recall negatively, say, their fundamentalist Christian
upbringing. Such people are likelier to regard that experience 
more negatively the more willingly they had engaged
in it, in contrast, say, to a child who, as she was 
listening to fire-and-brimstone sermons, was thinking, "This 
stuff is so stupid. I wish I wasn't forced to come to these 
services, I'd rather be at home with my paintbrushes where I 
can really be me." 

Consent is not the problem with child-adult sex, except in 
cases of overt coercion. Assessing the ethics of such 
relationships requires coming to a better empirical and 
experiential understanding of sexuality. Is child-adult 
sex like playing with plutonium (the standard view)? Or is it
like more like taking piano lessons or riding a roller-coaster
(sometimes liked at the time and liked retrospectively, 
sometimes disliked at the time but regarded positively or 
neutrally later on; sometimes disliked both at the time and 
later). If the piano-lesson or roller-coaster metaphors are
more apt, then what are the variables corresponding with better
outcomes?

These empirical questions, to which we need to bring to bear our
experiences along with historical and anthropological knowledge, 
will bring us further along on these questions -- not focusing 
on consent. 

-----------------------------------------------------------




Movie review:
-----------------------------------------------------------

-==='Lolita' finally comes of age on film ===-

Friday, September 25, 1998

 four stars 
_LOLITA:_* Directed by Adrian Lyne. Written by Stephen
Schiff. Based on the novel by Vladimir Nabokov. Produced by
Mario Kassar and Joel B. Michaels. Photographed by Howard
Atherton. Edited by Julie Monroe and David Brenner. Music
by Ennio Morricone. With Jeremy Irons, Dominique Swain,
Melanie Griffith, and Frank Langella. 137 minutes. Rated R. 


  In the three years since it was completed with foreign
financing, "Lolita" was rejected by executives from every
major Hollywood studio.

  Apparently, they were squeamish about the subject matter
-- a sexual affair between a middle-aged man and a
13-year-old girl.

 Pouring the company's money into even a painfully
truthful, achingly beautiful study of pedophilia -- even if
it is so good it attains the level of art, and even with
the added cache of Vladimir Nabokov's classic 1958 novel --
proved, in the studio suits' estimation, too risky.

 Too bad. Adrian Lyne's "Lolita" is one of the best films
of the year.

 Now, after being aired on Showtime cable TV, it's been
picked up for distribution by the independent company
Samuel Goldwyn Films, and we finally get to see this
controversial movie on the big screen, where it belongs.

 Yes, there are discomfiting scenes in "Lolita." But,
ironically, some of Lyne's other films -- "9 1/2 Weeks,"
"Fatal Attraction," and "Indecent Proposal" -- were more
_*objectionable. That's because they were exploitative;
they showed scenes of violence and sex and violent sex in
order to sell tickets.

 By contrast, "Lolita" digs deep. Its characters are
honest-to-goodness people -- not complete monsters, not
total innocents. They're worthy of two-plus hours of our
attention.

 "Lolita" goes to some trouble to explain why Humbert
Humbert (Jeremy Irons, in the role of his life), an English
professor of French literature transplanted to a small New
Hampshire town, would find a gum-snapping teenager with
knock-knees, pigtails, and a dental retainer irresistible.

 In "Lolita," the girl, Dolores Haze (the breathtakingly
perfect Dominique Swain), nicknamed Lo or Lolita, is in
almost complete control of Humbert from the time she first
flirts with him on the back porch swing until the time she
breaks his heart, just because she can.

 Like in Nabokov's book -- Lyne's version is far more true
to the novel than Stanley Kubrick's 1962 glib disaster --
Humbert's nemesis and rival for Lolita's charms, Clare
Quilty (Frank _*Langella), is a shadowy figure. For most of
the film we can't be sure that he's not a ghost of
Humbert's imaginings. He works perfectly well as a figment,
symbolic of both Humbert's insecurity as Lolita's geezer
lover and his immense guilt.

 Because, in Lyne's pitch-perfect rendition, Humbert is,
indeed, plagued as much by remorse as he is by desire. Make
no mistake, his longing for Lolita is a shackle around his
ankle. That he can't gnaw his way free doesn't make him a
monster; rather, he's a deeply flawed man who recognizes,
with widening horror, the monster inside himself. In that
way, he even -- gasp -- gains our sympathies.

 On the other hand, following the lead of Nabokov's book,
Lyne's "Lolita" can be very humorous. Swain is absolutely
dead-on, with precision comic timing, as her Lolita dumps
her retainer into Humbert's champagne and presses a wad of
bubble gum on her thigh, reducing Humbert to a quivering
lump of barely repressed lust. Once she's captured his
heart, she plays with it like a kitten with a ball of yarn.
Sometimes it's painful to watch; sometimes it's not.

 The story goes like this. It's 1947. Seeking a room for
the summer, Humbert meets landlady Charlotte Haze (Melanie
Griffith), a whiny widow whose sycophantic wish to come off
as more cultured than she actually is makes the hair on
Humbert's neck stand up. He's about to turn tail when
Charlotte introduces him to her daughter, Lo, who's in the
backyard, lying on her stomach on the grass, reading a
Hollywood fan magazine. The sprinkler is going behind her,
and the water has drenched her dress through to the skin.
Humbert is breathless. He is in love. Or a reasonable
facsimile thereof.

 Readers of the book (and unlikely fans of the first
"Lolita," which starred James Mason, Sue Lyon, Shelley
Winters, and Peter Sellers as Quilty) will know the rest.
In fact, because the best literature has a built-in
inevitability, it's not hard to figure out what havoc
ensues -- Charlotte packing off Lo to summer camp;
Charlotte's proposal of marriage; Humbert's acceptance in
order to remain close to Lolita; Charlotte's discovery of
Humbert's diary, and with it, his most closely held
secrets; Charlotte's fury, then her sudden death; Humbert's
retrieval of Lolita from camp, and their unlikely sexual
affair.

 That Humbert eventually gets his comeuppance in spades is
far from a bow to political correctness. (If Lyne were
concerned about that, he wouldn't have made the film.)
Rather, it's the natural dooming of a lovelorn man whose
object of desire -- with or without retainer -- is
unattainable. And it's the legalistically satisfying
denouement that springs out of unforgivable transgression.

"Lolita" is complex enough to embody all these concepts.

 Though no movie version of this story can come close to
Nabokov's novelistic genius, Lyne's attempt far surpasses
Kubrick's and is strong enough to stand on its own.
 What is surprising about "Lolita" is the fluidity of
rookie screenwriter Stephen Schiff's storytelling; the
impressionistic canvas upon which cinematographer Howard
Atherton and director Lyne have accentuated the plot in a
lush, painterly manner; and the stunning performances of
Irons and Swain.

 Swain plays Lolita as part-child, part-woman, which is the
_*way Nabokov described her in his book. She's far too
savvy to be exploited, but far too young to be Humbert's
sexual companion. Lo walks the tightrope, using her wiles
to wring more allowance from her startled stepfather, and
instinctively knowing when to threaten him and when to
cajole him.

 Lo's love for Humbert -- if it can be called that -- may
strike some viewers as objectionable. Swain's performance
is uncomfortably sexy. It is Lolita who flirts with Humbert
in the early stages of their back-and-forth, not the other
way around. It is Lolita who rushes upstairs to say goodbye
to him with a long, wet kiss, her legs wrapped around him,
and not he who pursues her. And it is Lolita who finally
devastates Humbert by leaving him for another older man.

 The scary part is that Swain makes all these conflicting
impulses seem natural.

 Talk about your conflicting impulses: Irons is the rare
actor who can manifest intense self-loathing,
cup-runneth-over _*desire, and plaintive romantic
insecurity in the same scene, without saying a word. This
is undoubtedly his finest performance since his half-funny,
totally creepy portrayal of Claus von Bulow won him an
Oscar for 1990's "Reversal of Fortune." And it's a juicy
role, too. There simply isn't another actor who could've
pulled this off -- making Humbert Humbert's pleasure and
pain so immediate that, even realizing what a criminal he
is, we still feel a pang for him as he wrecks himself and
the young girl whose well-being he is responsible for.

 Perhaps that's what the Hollywood suits found so
objectionable about Lyne's "Lolita" -- that its monster
wasn't a monster after all, but simply a human being, a
flawed human being, with unquenched and unquenchable
desires, just like us all.

-----------------------------------------------------------




 "Public media should not contain explicit or implied
 descriptions of sex acts. Our society should be purged
 of the perverts who provide the media with pornographic
 material while pretending it has some redeeming social value
 under the public's 'right to know'."

 (Kenneth Starr, 1987, "Sixty Minutes")


ends
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   [ There are several journal and paper citations for those
     interested, scroll down to the bottom of the post... ]


Isabel writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------

Hiya all,

I'm starting to feel somewhat better after my August-September 
depression, which began with the death of a friend...  Hunting 
for old records in flea-markets certainly helped.  I managed 
to find all the English-speaking songs I was looking for, 
plus a record of Art Sullivan.  Last year I translated for ASGL-L 
the lyrics of one of his songs which was dedicated to a little 
girl, 'Petite demoiselle', and spoke of love for her.  Well, on 
the record I found now there's another song that speaks of love 
for a little girl, ('Petite fille aux yeux bleus' = 'Blue-eyed 
little girl')!  There's no doubt in my mind that Art Sullivan 
seems to be a girl-lover, since he wrote the lyrics of his songs. 

At the gym club where I train there are some new girls, but 
unfortunately they're a bit too young for me (I prefer them 
above 7), so I have to wait a couple of years...  The girl I 
really liked last year joined the Olympic Team, so now she's 
training elsewhere... 

>'Isabel' quotes a manifesto... <snip>
>In general I agree with this, but there is one thing:
>> * The right to one non-discriminatory age of consent regardless of
>> different sex practices. 
>I assume that this is intended to in the first place stand for an
>equal AOC for homosexual and heterosexual practices, something with
>which I certainly agree. However, the way it is phrased now, I cannot
>agree with this. To me the boundary between sex and intimacy is a
>vague one, and holding someone in your arms can be regarded a 'sexual
>practice' in my opinion. Still, unless we put the AOC at birth, I
>would not like to forbid this below the AOC. In a less extreme case,
>it seems to me that it is reasonable to have a lower AOC for petting
>and caressing, and perhaps also masturbating than for anal or vaginal
>intercourse.
>   [ Would not it be better to scrap 'ages' altogether and go
>     with a case-by-case evaluation of emotional/physical
>     maturity ? ]

Yeah, I also had my reservations when I read that paragraph.  I'll 
raise this matter at next meeting (probably between Christmas and 
New Year).

--

A short piece of advice to 'Desire':

I'm really sorry for what happened to you at the pool, it's 
so unfair.  Just make sure you don't get kicked out  from 
your work too!  You have to be more careful!

'Isabel'
-----------------------------------------------------------



'Christian' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Hi, everyone.  I just started getting ASGL-L again.  I had 
a lousy summer.  If you don't want to hear about it, you 
can skip to the next message, but otherwise, keep reading.

My mother, being the observant and smart woman that she is, 
noticed the way I look at little girls, and is afraid that 
I might be a threat to them.  My parents, although (I 
think) they hate pedophiles, love me very much and have a 
great deal of difficulty coming to terms with the fact 
that I'm a pedophile.  Let me tell you, NEVER let anyone 
find out about you if you're a pedophile, ESPECIALLY your 
parents.  My parents have made my life quite miserable.  
They've sent me to see some psychiatrists at [a local
institute].  Let me tell you, psychiatrists are all a 
bunch of quacks.  They hate pedophiles just as much as 
anyone, and are more concerned with making themselves look 
good than with actually helping anyone.  

In fact, one of them told me that because I am a pedophile, 
I would never be able to keep a wife and live a normal life.
What does he know?  And my parents are always cutting out 
newspaper articles about convicted child molesters and 
giving them to me.  I find this very insulting, because 
I am not like the molesters you read about in the paper.  
I wouldn't intimidate a girl or force her into doing anything.
But my parents think that all pedophiles are the same and 
they believe I am a threat to children.  Anyway, when I was 
at the Institute, they put me through what they call "sex 
testing". (Ianthe, you can edit this part out if you think 
the others shouldn't see it)  They put this elastic thing 
that measures circumference and a glass tube to measure 
air pressure on my penis and tested my reaction to various 
pictures and stories (I was looking at pictures of naked 
women, men, girls, and boys and listening to stories about 
having sex with them).  Some of the stories were pretty 
disgusting... like, for example, "you force the boy to take 
off his clothes, you rape him, you enjoy it immensely, you 
suspect he does too..."  I had to listen to this crap while 
some jerk was measuring my penis.  I hated it.  I'm afraid 
it will be a very long time before all this blows over.  
Also, my mother has asked me to promise not to look at 
little girls anymore.  How can I make a promise I can't keep? 

Well, thanks for taking the time to read this.  I look 
forward to hearing from the rest of you.

'Christian'
-----------------------------------------------------------



'Aladdin Truelove' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Hi friends!

I hope you all have had a sweet and lovely summer. I went 
on holiday to England, and noticed so many nice people
(compared to the US) that I nearly went insane! There 
were lots of LGs walking around in sexy tight clothes, 
showing off their bellybuttons, strutting around 
provocatively, and their parents didn't seem to notice 
or even care.

I was amazed to even see a backpack (rucksack) in a high 
street shop window, with "LOLITA" written on it and Adrian 
Lyne's signature scrawled across it in white letters. I 
don't really think any parents in the US would let their 
teen or preteen daughter carry such a thing around!

Things in Britain seem to have even gotten better since 
the last time I was there, about 5 years ago. Can 
anyone else confirm this?

   [ I would guess girls have become more confident, and
     the 'sexiness' of preteens is slightly less frowned
     upon by some, re clothes and dancing, esp after 
     The Spice Girls.  But in relation to the law and the 
     political climate, it just keeps sliding down the 
     slippery slope to a police state.  This morning alone, 
     we had these snips from the Sunday papers:

     * POLICE corruption in Britain is now so widespread 
     it is judged to have reached levels which normally
     only occur in unstable Third World countries, 
     according to a confidential NCIS document obtained
     by The Telegraph.  The document, the minutes of a 
     top-level meeting organised by the National Criminal 
     Intelligence Service (NCIS), and attended by 10 of 
     Britain's most senior officers and policy makers,
     states that "corrupt officers exist throughout the 
     UK police service". NCIS's Director of Intelligence
     said that corruption may have reached "level 2: the 
     situation which occurs in some Third World Countries". "

     * proposals for a national ID card for everyone 

     [ to "facilite electronic commerce" - don't 
     make me laugh!  "The cards could also contain 
     information on an individual's shopping habits,
     allowing firms to market more effectively."
     Wow - _more_ junk mail :(  ]

     * a new tier of state-employees to snoop into 
     family life...

     "Tony Blair is to signal sweeping changes to
     family policy in his speech to the Labour party
     conference this week.  The government is
     considering proposals to appoint secular
     'vicars', paid for by the state, to give pastoral
     care to families."

     [ Translation: more social workers snooping 
       on working-class and black families... ]

     * "Petty criminals are to go to prison for even 
     the smallest crimes under a zero tolerance 
     crackdown to be unveiled by Tony Blair this week. 

     [ So where the hell are they going to put them
       all - the only solution will be to have them
       on chain-gangs building new prisons to house
       themselves ;( ]

God, I hate living in the US.

     [ Think youself lucky. ]

I have so many things to tell you, that I hardly know where to
start.

I think airports are one of the best places to see cute girls. I
can always count on seeing half a dozen really sweet little ones
every time I am taking a trip. Some of the cutest girls I've ever
seen have been in airports. But I never got the chance to talk to
any of them...

On this trip I found myself seated on the plane behind two sisters
from England, Chloe (8) and Alice (4), who had brought their parents
with them. I said "hi" to them right away and we started talking.
The parents didn't seem to care (they didn't even look at me), and
anyways they couldn't see me from where they were sitting. The
girls were both really cute and I wanted to cuddle with them.

Little Alice fell absolutely in love with me! We spent the whole
time talking and playing with each other through the gap in the
seat. We were making googly-eyes and smiling at each other the
whole time. I made her laugh with silly faces, and I told her some
(borderline dirty) jokes, which was great fun for her and her
sister.

Alice soon found a channel she liked on the airplane headset, and
she wanted to dance. They were playing songs like "Baby love, my
baby love" and a song with the words "Sugar and spice, you're my
little girl," and her eyes went limpid as I mouthed the words to
her...

When we got off the plane, she gave me the sweetest smile and a
wave goodbye. It broke my heart to know that I'd never see her
again...

(There was a lot more I wanted to write, but I'm choked up now
and I need to stop.)

Take care,

'Aladdin Truelove'
-----------------------------------------------------------


'Freddy' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Isn't it amazing how things percieved in different countries or at
different times with different people can be so different? The last post
mentioned a guy in America being prosecuted for rubbing his daughter's
back. How insane is that? Also from some of the postings I've read there
is surprise at young girls going topless, which is so pathetic, because
boys do it all the time. Where's the difference? Anyway, I live across
from a park and the other day it was very hot. I noticed (from my
window!) a little girl running about topless, which usually I wouldn't
really pay much attention to except I thought of those on this list who
would have been delighted by it. A while later a little girl fell of the
swing and hurt her bottom. This time I was surprised to see her mother
(at least I assume it was!) put her hand inside the girls pants to rub
her bottom. Had it been a man doing so he would have been arrested!

Yesterday I was with a group of fellow artists, painting in a large
public space. Yet another topless little girl! I'm just writing this to
make those of you who never see this sort of public display jealous!

Thankfully we've finally gotten some summer where I live, so its 
back to little short skirts and dressess, which is nice. Just 
thought I'd share that with you. Bye!!

'Freddy'
-----------------------------------------------------------



'Sunstorm' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Someone wrote: (Sorry I can't remember who)
> Don't take it that she is scared of you, but that she is most likely
>confused about her own feelings.  As girl lovers, we sometimes forget that
>they don't have the same thoughts that we do.  Some of us tend to think
>>they are on the same maturity level as us, but they aren't.

This is one of my problems. You tend to judge their actions 
on how YOU would react, rather than on how an lg would react 
to things. The problem is I'm not 9 yrs. old anymore and I 
don't know how I'd react. Also never having been a girl, 
how can one know what a girl thinks ,or how they are
supposed to react at that age?

--

'Tr'Pakh' wrote:
>I find that soooooooo annoying about America!  When I was in Germany,
>I would routinely see girls that age going about in overalls or tank
>tops without any bra type things, and often even topless.
>That unnecessary prudity is probably the one thing I hate most about
>living in the US.

Absolutely. Same thing in Holland. You see these blond girls
with loose shirts on, budding breasts showing, nobody making 
a big freaking deal out of it. Here in America, a 10 yr. old 
shows her titties, it's a federal case. Especially if you look!

There was another post a few days ago where somebody 
recommended the anti-depressants to rid onesself of obsessive 
thoughts about girls. I have tried the SRI's (Zoloft, Prozac-
type drugs), not for that purpose, but just for plain old 
depression. The first time I tried them there was an astounding 
result. I'd never experienced anything like that. It was damn
near euphoric. I took them for 3 weeks and the effect lasted 
almost 3 months. Then some bad personal things happened and 
it knocked the wind from my sails. I've tried them a couple 
of times since, but little or no effect was noted.

Now there is one more thing. First , thanks to the guys who 
responded to my concerns about Lo. When stuff like this 
happens, one of the few things that helps is to write about 
it. I have written two very short (shorter than most posts) 
"visions", let's call them. I am not sure whether fate has
already written our stories or whether we will write them 
by what we do and how we act. In either case, I do not 
know my future, especially with Lo, because I don't know
how I will react to future events or what she or her
people will do. So there are possible futures.

Will it be Yin, or Yang, darkness or light, happiness or 
despair?  The two things I have written are two sides 
of the same coin, two possible futures this little girl 
can engender. I would like to share those with you. One 
vision is filled with hope and love, the other with despair. 
I will post them both at once, next time, so the contrast 
can be felt. I hope to God it's light that comes, and not 
the darkness.

I will repeat this warning next time, but please be 
advised that these visions are *pure fiction*. Fiction, 
_except_ for the psychological aspects, which could not 
be more real.

'Sunstorm'
-----------------------------------------------------------



'Snallygaster' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

It's amazing were you can find LG content in the movies 
today.  I want to see the movie 'Blade' today, and there 
was one seen that took my heart away.  For a brief instant 
there was a club seen with a preteen girl band performing.  
There was even a great shot of them from the waist down in
short school skirts and scrunched down knee socks, as 
Wesley Snipes walks behind them.  A truly great 30 seconds.  
The movie was pretty good for a comic-based horror show too.

I once found a Quicktime .mov file of a girl-band once 
that I liked.  Does any one know were I might find some 
web sites on this genre?

I've also found an unexpected source for LG fashion 
content.  Sites on male infantilism fetishes.  (Adult 
men who dress as little girls).  Some of these sites 
have pictures, information, and links relating to 
young girls' fashions.  I wish that little girls in my 
neighborhood dressed in the outfits they like to :)  
Children don't wear skirts and dresses any more.  At 
least in the northeast USA.

'Snallygaster'
-----------------------------------------------------------



'Beamish' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Hi everybody! Below is a response I got from one of the other
mailing lists I belong to regarding a story I wanted to share 
with them about my first time having sex, and I thought I'd 
share it.  It's funny in a sad sort of way... Here goes...

--Begin Story--

I wrote...

I've been debating on whether or not I should tell you guys my
first gay sex encounter. I will be more than happy to do so, pending
approval from the moderator, as my first gay experience was when I
was 14. Can stories of underage sex be posted? I don't want to overstep
the boundaries. Let me know :-)

The response was...

I am not a lawyer, and I, obviously want to be careful.
But if this story is a true story about yourself, having sex for
the first time, I think that is fine. I've told stories about myself
having sex when I was 12. Post the story, and we'll see what the
comments are. I think stories of YOU, having sex with an underage
person, would NOT be acceptable. But relating your own personal
experiences, should be ok. Thanks for checking with me.....we just
don't want to titillate or encourage pedophiles out there. That
WON'T be allowed here.

--End Story--

I almost laughed my head off. "We don't want to titillate or
encourage pedophiles"? The poor sucker doesn't have a clue that I
*am* a pedophile. Of course I wouldn't talk about my adult/child
relationships in that group. But the fact that he's so closed
minded about pedophilia, and that he lumps us in the same category
as child molesters, is so very sad. I wonder if I should "come out"
to him and set him straight? BTW... That was a rhetorical question.
I'd be kicked off the group if he knew.

Well, thats all for now! Peace and love to you all.

'Beamish'
-------------------------------------------------------------------




'Soft_&_Gentle' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Hello all, old and new friend.

Yes, I am still alive, have not written much lately but 
have followed with interest all your writings. Have found 
the summer a bit hard had to deal with - [with] a bad 
event and the space between the ASGL-L postings being 
so far.  Summer oblige, holiday and sight seeing. ;-)

Before telling about this bad news I like to touch on 
some current issues and two incidents that happened 
in the metro.

On the issue of nude pics being legal in Canada... 
They are illegal. And in my view the artistic 
point would be hard to prove.

Extract from .... http://strategis.ic.gc.ca/SSG/it03029e.html

--- begin quote ---

1. Overview of Applicable Law on Child Pornography

GENERAL:

The Canadian Criminal Code, the only legislation to 
deal with child pornography, exhaustively defines 
in Section 163.1 the various offences relating to 
this area. Child pornography is defined as any 
visual representation depicting a minor (i.e. under 
the age of 18 years) engaging in sexual activity, 
or having as its dominant characteristic the 
depiction of a minor's sexual organs or anal 
region, or any written material or visual 
representation advocating or counseling such 
illegal sexual activity with a minor. 

Section 163.1 is broken down into three key activities: 
publication, distribution and possession of child 
pornography. Subsection 163.1(2) makes it an offence 
to make, print, publish, or possess for the purpose 
of publication child pornography. Subsection 163.1(3) 
targets distribution and prohibits importing, 
selling or possessing child pornography for the 
purpose of distribution or sale. Mere possession, 
regardless of whether it is for the purpose of 
publication or distribution, is an offence under 
subsection 163.1(4). 

A person charged under s. 163.1 may raise defenses 
of public good, reasonable mistake of fact, 
artistic merit, or educational, scientific or 
medical purposes. The following discussion will 
assume that these defenses do not apply in each 
case, unless specifically noted otherwise. 

--- end quote ---

There is a whole wack of info on the responsibility 
of ISP in the distribution channel of child pornography.

Simon, that meeting of all boy-lover you went to 
(or going), no danger for the polizie to get you 
all and register you in their files?

Flick my old friend, sleepover express my feelings 
when he told you to smell the roses, your so 
honest and then your acting so surprise that 
the people tell you to leave. Did you really 
expect people to accept you with their arm 
open when you tell them "I am a pedophile and 
want to be friend you your daughter"? 

Writing about the struggle within ourselves 
(26th july) has made me kind of turn inside and 
trying to deal with thing alone. I seriously 
doubt if we would get to enjoy life the way we 
hope for.

My first metro anecdote - pee kee boo

I was sitting reading my book when a 3 - 4 year 
old little girl in summer dress sat across from 
me. She lift her dress and the accompanying woman 
pull it down. I frown and smile at her. She 
noticed me and had a shy smile and turn around. 
She kept turning to see what I was doing and I 
was play poking my eyes above the book. I kind 
off lower my head like to look under her dress. 
By then she had her feet on the bench and opening 
her leg and I would twist my head. She would 
pull her dress to let me peek and I would smile 
at her. Shortly after she got down and I blew a 
kiss at her and she wave back. 

my second anecdote - getting slapped

My friend dropped me at a station. There was two
corridors meeting (each side of the street) each 
other just at the bottom of the mechanical 
stairs. I notice a skinny blond hair skin tight 
pant 6 year old girl and hurried to catch her. 
Try to imagine the pict a 6 year old copy 
conform to a 20 year old woman. Long blond hair 
to the middle of the back. Black skin tight 
leather pant with low belt level. How low you 
will ask ... low enough to see the beginning of 
the ass crack. Black high top t-shirt with mid 
arm sleeves. High heel shoes with no socks.

I followed them and entered the same carriage. 
No, I am not telling you where I was looking while 
following. ;-)

Sitting in the metro I had a good look at my 
little girl, and more I look more something 
disturbed me. She had color on the eye lid 
and black lipstick and some nail coloring. 
The pants had a big metal zipper and she 
had a belt made of metal rings.

I could not do anything but having in my head, 
"yes my little whore, you want me to get 
into your pants". This thought must have been 
quite visible as the woman asked me what I 
had to look at the little girl like that and 
if I wasn't a pervert. My reply to her was 
that it was okay to dress like a whore for her,
but if she did not want me to get into her 
daughter pants, not to dress her like one and 
parade her like this.

Well I had to duck to prevent getting slapped.
As we were entering a station she grab the 
girl arm and drag her out. There was an old 
woman that look at me, I shrugged my shoulder 
and she smile back like to approve my comments 
on how the mother dressed the little girl.

Now the bad news -- loosing my angel

For the older member you will remember Liz my 
11 yr old niece that I got real close after 
that awful summer camp she went, or you will 
remember the fact that she like to snuggle 
and suck her thumb.

We had gotten real close, she confide in me 
and let me caress her. She love back rub, 
she loved her tummy to be caress and some 
time she let me caress her small breast.
As they started to sprout, they hurt more 
some day and she complain they are too tender 
to be touched.

One day I was babysitting at their house I 
pulled her close to hug and caress her. She 
push me back and said she did not want me 
to touch her anymore. When I asked her why 
she said... "because you're a child 
molester". The teaching of society had 
finally reached her. 

I tried talking to her but she said that she 
did like it but it was wrong and if I touch 
her again she will have to tell.

Well that it me like a brick. So I guess you 
could all understand and excuse my absence.

Well that is it for now. Hug & kiss to all.

'Soft_&_Gentle'
-----------------------------------------------------------



'Sanctuary' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

To Tr'Pakh:

If you have said this before please forgive me but I was
wondering if you would remind me of how you and Rachel 
met. How did you develop your relationship? How did you 
overcome the inherent suspicions of her parents if there
were any? 

Thank you

'Sanctuary'
-----------------------------------------------------------




'Misty Vain' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

'Tr'Pakh' wrote:
>Hmm.  Can't say.  I've never even heard of Atom Egoyan's 'Exotica'.
>What is it, and where can I get a copy?

Well, don't get too excited, it's not very obvious and there
aren't many girls to watch.  It's a movie about a bunch of 
people who are connected somehow around a stripping club, and 
those connections aren't revealed until in the ending. And 
before that the film makes the watcher make it's own 
assumptions, and it gives more than a few times clues leading
to pedophilia. I don't know where you could get a copy of it
because it is not very mainstream film, but it shouldn't be 
very rare.

>recently, a local man was prosecuted for child molestation for
>giving his own 9-year old daughter a backrub inside her shirt ...
>while IN HIS OWN BACK YARD!

That's insane! Are you sure there wasn't any quarrel between
the neighbors that could be the real reason for it?!? 

--

'Daveboy' wrote:
>I know 'most' of you here are LGL's so the following is really
>aimed more at any unconverted lurkers..

I would agree with you on most things, but:

>One of the statements against involvment of children in sex at an early 
>age is " If a child has a sexual relationship with an adult, when that 
>child grows up he/she will abuse (?.. be sexualy interested in ) 
>children"
>OF COURSE THEY WILL!!.. they know from experience how ENJOYABLE it 
>was!!

Well, there's something funny about that. I don't think anyone
has consciously decided to be a pedophile or to want to be
interested in children. And if it means being interested _only_
in children, it would be wrong, of course. How would the human
species survive otherwise?

>You couldn't make Murder or Theft right by making it legal because we 
>all know that those things are inherently wrong.

How do you _know_ that theft is _inherently_ wrong, any more 
than sex with children? No-one gets hurt if someone steals 
something and we _could_ declare all property being owned by 
the society. I haven't heard of proof that sex with 
children is ok any more than that human has a need for 
possessing things. 

Ok, I know that the need of possessing things could be a bit 
more primal than the age limits for sex, but anyway...

'Misty Vain'
----------------------------------------------------------



'Pandora' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------

Hello again.  I hope that all is well with everyone,things 
are going fine here as well.  I thank everyone for their 
insight and advice, you all have helped us both.  However, 
I feel that some points were missed and that I need to 
clear some others up.  First of all, "MH" and I are not 
married, we are waiting for my divorce to be final before 
we proceed any further with our relationship.  And to the 
comment about the "panties"?  I give them to him willing 
and I am often there at his side or otherwise engaged with 
him.  I have chosen to be with him and that is that.  I 
had hoped to hear from others that it could be done not 
that it was impossible.  Also, I have had those fears, as 
one kind person mentioned, but,"MH" and I discussed them 
and confronted them openly and honestly.  This world is a 
very cold,hard,and cruel place that often makes jaded 
people of us all.  MH often says I am too naive and trusting 
but I try to see the good (or heart) in everyone, it is 
there, usually just buried for one's own protection.  Oh, on 
a happy note...*insert big grin here*... I _have_ shaved 
"down there" since I was 13, when I saw a woman shaved in 
a Hustler magazine, it feels and looks good.  And of course 
he enjoys it.  We already have made use of role-playing...
it's very nice and we both enjoyed ourselves completely.

That is all for now,take care. And as always... much 

LOVE,

'Pandora'

"So take heed and pleasure in your journey,be on guard for what 
you wish for... and welcome to my world."
--------------------------------------------------------------------




'Giggle Maker' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------

One day in June I visited a close friend, and was surprised to find
two little girls living at his house -- Suzanne (age 5) and Terri
(4). Theirs is a common story -- parents divorced, mom got custody, they 
rarely see dad, mom claims dad is abusive.  Being isolated in 
a big house with no kids their own age, and no neighbors, they're
delighted to have someone play with them.  Since they were scheduled
to move far away in less than two months, I decided to make the most
of that short time -- I spent almost every day with them.

Terri was very affectionate from the start.  She might be sitting on
my lap, and suddenly wrap her arms around my neck and kiss me hard
on the lips.  Long kisses, too, lasting 5 or 10 seconds.  Of course
I wouldn't push her away, but I was concerned what mom would think.
I gradually came to see that her mom had no complaints.  Only
trouble is, she'd kiss too hard, almost bruising my lips.

One day they were both jumping on the trampoline pretending to be
birds.  Suzanne jumped off the trampoline into my arms, and told me
she was hungry.  I pretended to feed her, then put her back on the
trampoline.  Then Terri did the same thing.  Then Suzanne again.
Back and forth, again and again, such a simple game, but they never
tired of it.  Each time a girl would jump on me, she'd wrap arms and
legs around me to hold on, and I could hug her as tightly as I
liked.

A little later they were dogs and cats, and I was the veterinarian.
Suzanne told me she was hurt, so I carried her to their playhouse (I
can just barely fit into it.  To climb in while carrying an inert
girl is doubly hard, but I never dropped her.)  The girls invented
the game up to this point, but they left it up to me what a
veterinarian should do.  So I lay her down across my lap, and
"examined" her.  I was sorely tempted to examine her in ways that
might get me in trouble, but I resisted the temptation.  After all,
it's pleasure enough stroking a 5 year old's legs or arms or tummy.
After the examination, I'd declare a leg or arm to be broken,
administer a pretend injection, apply a pretend cast, and declare
her "fixed".  Immediately Terri required the same treatment, then
Suzanne again, then Terri.  This went on for an hour probably.

They asked me to take them to the nearby stream.  We all took off
our shoes to go wading.  On the shore there are a lot of stones, but
once we got out into the stream we found some soft mud that squished
delightfully between our toes.  Suzanne pretended to get stuck.
Terri insisted that I hold her hand the whole time.  Terri always
wears dresses, and when we got into the deeper water she had to hold
her dress up, which she couldn't do when holding my hand.  So she
simply tucked the hem of her dress into her belt. Then she
"accidentally" fell into the water and got herself completely wet
anyway.  Of course she then wanted me to carry her, getting me wet
too.  I didn't mind.

One day they were supposed to put on bathing suits.  Suzanne told me
in a quiet shy voice "Mommy says it's ok for you to change our
clothes 'cause you're our uncle".  Cool!  Something distracted me
for 5 minutes, Suzanne came downstairs wearing the wrong garment,
and mom snatched up both girls and took them off to put on their
swimsuits. I was rather disappointed, to say the least.  But after
they were done swimming, Terri asked me to help her take off her
suit.  It was a very tender moment.  As soon as she was completely
nude, she didn't want to get dressed, she wanted me to pick her up
to look at something up high.  As always she hugged me tight.  There
is no sensual pleasure so exquisite as the touch of a little girl's
skin.  After a minute I dressed her and we went on to other things,
but I'm thankful for that one minute.

At the end of every day they have a routine: they eat dinner, take a
bath together, then go to bed.  One day when mom wasn't gonna be
home, she paid an 11 year old visiting girl $10 to bathe the kids. I
was so jealous!  I thought of paying the 11 year old $20 to let me
do the job.  But that wouldn't do.  However, I was leaving at the
time they were in the tub.  So it was very natural to go up and say
good-bye.  Terri stood up and gave me one of her long hard kisses.
Then she proceeded to splash me and got me totally soaked. I had to
leave (when I really wanted to stay) just to get her to stop
splashing.

My favorite experience of the whole summer came the day before they
moved.  It was the time of year when wild berries ripen.  Terri and
I went out to pick berries, but Terri wanted me to carry her.  Of
course I was delighted to.  I carry her on my right side, with my
arm under her, her legs encircling my waist.  She was in a tender
mood, holding her arms around my neck, laying her cheek against
mine.  When she spoke to me her lips brushed my ear, and she
whispered.  If I could freeze that moment, that would be my nirvana.
We were all alone for an hour, picking berries, and she never asked
to get down.  I'd pick red berries and one by one place them between
her lips.  Or I'd wrap both arms around her and bend over so she
could pick the berries, and she'd feed me.  This was probably the
best one hour I've ever spent in my life.  At the end my legs were
scratched and my right arm ached, but I hardly noticed.

The next day they moved, and I haven't seen them since.  I don't
grieve.  This is how it always is with little girls.  They step 
into our life, give us their love, make life worth living, then
they move on.

'Giggle Maker'
-----------------------------------------------------------



'Fonslf' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Hi Gang,

'Fonslf' here.  I can't believe I haven't read this thing 
since the first week of April!  Well, I'm catching up now.

--

'Djinn' wrote:
>Tsunami, I don't know why April 25 is Pedo Pride day - but I do find 
>it interesting that April 24 is 'Take Our Daughters to Work' day in 
>the U.S.

Yeah; maybe we should change it to _Take Someone's Daughter 
To Bed Day_!

--

Ianthe wrote:
>   [ And one should also strive not to buy items produced by third
>     world child labour - even if one can't adopt, one can at
>     least try not to make thing worse in those countries.  ]

Ianthe, you're totally wrong here.  Putting those kids out of 
work won't free them, it will just make their trouble worse.  

   [ OK, let me rephrase, "third world _sweated/forced_
     labour" ]

They *do* get paid, though not much and their parents usually get 
it all.  What might happen to them if they were totally worthless 
to those adults - not even as cheap labor?  How *else* might they 
be exploited?  Maybe prostitution?  I'd rather see them working 
in factories - though I'd really prefer to see them playing and 
learning, as kids should.

As long as they're working, I for one will do my best to support 
them.

--

'Tr'Pakh' wrote:
>First off, a quick report of my tutoring session with Brittany 
>and Rachel.

Tr'Pakh, I think it's wonderful what you're doing with Brittany; 
I know you've kept everyone posted, so I'll get to that as I 
plow through these old posts.  I'm glad Brittany is in such good 
hands - and I'm sure you're glad they're *your* hands. :))


'Fonslf'

P.S.  Ianthe, you started sending to my other address for some 
reason.  That's cool; keep sending to that one, and I'll quit 
using this one. Just wondering, how did you get it?

   [ Maybe you had it cc'd in your mail headers ? ]

------------------------------------------------------------



'El Loco' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

I turned on the TV Sunday morning and the first image I saw 
was a young, topless blonde girl.  It was a poor family in 
the Ozarks and the show was Feed the Children.

I didn't bother putting on the VCR because I figured "sh*t 
they wont show her twice like that" - but then they showed 
her again outside on the porch!  The cameraman did a waist-up 
shot and even said "You're a very pretty girl".  She was 
too - an 'elegant flower sprouting in hell', if you will.

--

I was very dismayed to read the report that North Americans 
are not allowed to have even innocent nudist pictures on 
their computer. It reminds me of the government's "war on 
drugs" over-reaction - busting old ladies with a few pot 
plants on their farms.

'El Loco'
------------------------------------------------------------



'Ch' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Thought this might be interesting to folks here:

The national magazine of the naturist movement "Nude & 
Natural" has put out an issue (Summer, 1998) largely 
devoted to defending itself from attacks by anti-naturists 
(against public nudity). Address is 

P.O. Box 132 
Oshkosh
WI 54902 
USA

The issue includes:

An article challenging "ill effects" of children viewing 
public nudity, pages 42-47 -- and a bunch of articles 
spanning pages 66-84.

'Ch'
------------------------------------------------------------



'Cipolin' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

Someone a little while ago asked about Todd Solondz.  
There's a good article on him in the latest 'Film Comment':

 Chris Chang, 
 "Cruel to be kind: a brief history of Todd Solondz",
 FILM COMMENT, vol.34 no.5, Sept/Oct 1998, pp.72-75.

In the same issue is Richard Corliss' review and commentary 
on 'Lolita' (pp. 34-39).

Regards,

'Cipolin'
------------------------------------------------------------



Abstracts from recent scientific papers:
------------------------------------------------------------

1997

Philip Tromovitch, Bruce Rind & Robert Bauserman.
_Adult Correlates of Child Sexual Abuse: A meta-analytic 
review of college student and national probability samples_
SSSS-ER, April 18, 1997.

Abstract

Child sexual abuse (CSA) is viewed by the lay public, 
and by many professionals, as one of the most 
psychologically damaging events that a child or 
adolescent can experience.  Opinions expressed by 
many professionals imply that CSA possesses at 
least four fundamental qualities or properties:
1) it causes harm, 
2) this harm occurs prevalently among people who 
   have had experiences classifiable as CSA, 
3) this harm is typically intense, and 
4) CSA is at least as harmful an experience for 
   males as it is for females.

The current paper examines these implied properties 
by reviewing the results of 54 college samples 
and 10 national probability samples (5 male and 
5 female) which provide data relevant to 
psychological correlates of CSA.  In order to 
minimize confirmation and sampling biases, 100% 
sampling of studies was attempted and quantitative 
analyses (i.e., meta-analyses) were conducted.
Meta-analyses of 18 symptom domains revealed 
that students with experiences classifiable as 
CSA are, on average, slightly less well adjusted 
than control subjects across all 18 symptom 
domains.  Meta-analyses of a composite effect 
based on national probability samples showed an 
identical effect size to that found in the college 
data.  Further analyses, however, indicate that 
this poorer adjustment cannot be causatively 
attributed to the CSA experiences because of 
the reliable presence of confounding variables 
(in the general domain of family environment), 
which, when controlled for, rendered the majority 
of CSA-symptom relations non-significant in 
studies where statistical control could be 
applied.  

Examination of the reported reactions to the CSA 
experiences also revealed significant gender 
differences, with males reporting significantly 
more positive experiences than females. It is 
further noted that the social legal definitions 
of CSA that are currently used in CSA research 
are so broad as to be capturing very different 
experiences under the same rubric.

  It is concluded that: 
(1) college student data on CSA-symptom 
relations is generalizable to the population 
at large, 
(2) the assumptions of causality of harm, 
prevalence of harm, and intensity of effects 
are false (at least in college student and 
national samples), and 
(3) reactions to experiences included under 
the wide scope of the currently used social 
legal definitions of CSA differ greatly between 
males and females.  

The findings from this report contradict 
prevalently held assumptions about CSA-
assumptions that may bias not only the 
lay public, but researchers studying and 
reporting on activities classifiable as CSA.

This is the conference paper, which accompanies 
the talk of the same name presented at the 
Society for the Scientific Study of Sexuality 
(SSSS) Eastern Region meeting, April 18, 1997.  
This talk and paper only include some of the 
findings of our research.  Fuller descriptions, 
additional findings, and more extensive 
analyses, discussion, and background can 
be found in Rind & Tromovitch [1997, see 
below], and in Rind, Tromovitch, & Bauserman 
[1998, see below].

--

1997
B. Rind & P. Tromovitch
_A meta-analytic review of findings from national 
samples on psychological correlates of child 
sexual abuse using collega samples_
Journal of Sex Research (..?)

This article reviewed ten random population samples 
involving thousands of subjects. They tested four 
claims of child sexual abuse researchers: adult-
nonadult sex:

1) causes harm, 
2) the harm happens to everyone who experiences it 
   even if results don't show it, 
3) the harm is intense, and 
4) males and females experience these effects 
   equivalently.

The term "adult-nonadult sex" was not used, but 
rather, "child sexual abuse" was supposed to mean 
the same thing. This has been the way the child 
sexual abuse researchers have believed. This 
article used the original data from the studies 
it reviewed, and showed that the four claims 
were false and/or greatly exaggerated.

--

1998

Bruce Rind , Philip Tromovitch & Robert Bauserman.
_A Meta-Analytic Examination of Assumed Properties 
of Child Sexual Abuse Using College Samples_
Psychological Bulletin 1998, Vol 124, No 1, 25-53

Abstract

Many lay persons and professionals believe that 
child sexual abuse (CSA) causes intense harm, 
regardless of gender, pervasively in the general 
population. The authors examined this belief by 
reviewing 59 studies based on college samples. 
Meta-analyses revealed that students with CSA 
were, on average, slightly less well adjusted 
than controls. However, this poorer adjustment 
could not be attributed to CSA because family 
environment (FE) was consistently confounded with 
CSA. FE explained considerably more adjustment 
variance than CSA, and CSA-adjustment relations 
generally became non-significant when studies
controlled for FE. Self-reported reactions to and 
effects from CSA indicated that negative effects 
were neither pervasive nor typically intense, 
and that men reacted much less negatively than 
women. The college data were completely 
consistent with data from national samples. 
Basic beliefs about CSA in the general 
population were not supported.

The authors go on to conclude that the very 
definition of CSA should be reconsidered, at 
least taking into account age differences 
between child and adolescent and even modifying 
the terminology to a more value neutral term 
such as adult-child sex. They state that moral 
and legal implications are not invoked in 
the study.

---------------------------------------------------
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'sLeepOVER' writes:
--------------------------------------------------

'Christian' wrote:  
>Let me tell you,
>psychiatrists are all a bunch of 
>quacks.  They hate pedophiles
>just as much as anyone, and are 
>more concerned with making themselves
>look good than with actually helping 
>anyone.  
>
>In fact, one of them told me that 
>because I am a pedophile, 
>I would never be able to keep a 
>wife and live a normal life.
>What does he know?

He doesn't know shit, IMO.
I can honestly tell you man that 
you can have a very fulfilling
and wonderful life with a grown lg.
I am so very much in love with my
wife, and no bullshit, I truly love
her more with each, passing year.
IMO, you pedophilia is a part of
you, not your sum total, you know?
However, if you find that you are
lg-exclusive in your attractions,
don't freak out; you are how the
Goddess made you so accept it
and make the necessary adjustments
to live with it. You'll be fine. :)

--

'Ianthe' wrote: 
>in relation to the 
>law and the political climate, it 
>just keeps sliding down the 
>slippery slope to a police state.

Shit man, do you really believe this?
I have a friend who keeps saying that
my country - the U.S. - is a police
state.  Just how do you define this
term?  

   [ Not in the old fashioned sense,
     but in the sense that a continual
     and steady erosion of civil liberties
     goes hand in hand with the huge
     expansion of the police _function_ -
     in that institutions and organisations
     which were previously seen as neutral
     are expected (or even officially 
     ordered) to take on powers / roles
     as de-facto policing agents of the 
     state. ]

What I mean is, do you really
think there is some, conspiratorial
outfit in your country, silently
controlling things without the
peoples' knowledge?  I just don't
see how this could happen, in reality.

   [ No, I don't believe in the 'cabal'
     theory of power, except at a local
     level where you may have a certain
     fossilisation of the local business/
     admin levels, which stifles change - 
     but much of what is happening is down 
     nationally in the UK is down to a 
     combination of cobbling together
     ill-though-out public policy in the 
     face of media pressure, plus a 
     cynical opportunism on the part of 
     those who stand to gain in all
     sorts of ways, and a craven defference
     on the part of many professional groups
     who do not wish their members to be 
     'next in the firing line'. ]
     
Could your people be allowing this,
unknowingly, through their various
changes in the laws? I'm confused.

    [ Well, certainly we are seeing
      a public and insitutional complacency 
      in the face of the brutal attack on 
      civil liberties during the past ten 
      years, something which seems to have 
      actually got worse under New Labour. 
      Plus the several major 'liberal' 
      promises they did make have now been 
      dashed. ]

--

'Soft_&_Gentle' wrote:  I could not do 
>anything but having in my head, 
>"yes my little whore, you want me to 
>get into your pants". This thought must 
>have been quite visible as the woman 
>asked me what I had to look at the 
>little girl like that and 
>if I wasn't a pervert. My reply to her 
>was that it was okay to dress like a 
>whore for her,but if she did not want 
>me to get into her daughter pants, not 
>to dress her like one and 
>parade her like this.

Are you serious?  That girl has every
right to dress the way she wants, and
what gives you the ludicrous idea that
she would have you in mind when she 
does so??  No offense, but that is a
very selfish and sexist outlook, IMO.
We have seen court cases here in the
US, where women have been raped, and
the defendant's argument would be
similar to yours; "She was dressed
like a whore..."  I don't give a
shit if that lg is completely nude,
noone, and I mean NO-ONE has the
right to take advantage of another,
regardless of their attire.

I see nothing at all wrong with
your admiration of this lg, but
I take exception with your
explanation of such to the adult; 
it serves us ped's, not.

Please do not be angry with me,
but try to see what I mean.
My daughter dresses this way
all the time, and she is no
whore, rather, she is merely
trying to be attractive to boys,
and she - like most lg's - goes
a bit overboard at times.

--

I need help folks.  I am 
presently very lonely and very 
afraid for my sanity.  I worked
very hard to send my wife on a
two-week vacation, mostly so she
could do something she has never
before done, but which I have and
that is, to cut loose, go wild,
get her legs fuc*ed off.  She is
having a wonderful time and I am
very happy for her, but things
have been hellish for me.

I am used to making love often,
and it has ben more than a week
since this has happened and, consequently,
my sexual urges have magnified
considerably.  Now remember, I have
five kids, and when they bring their
friends over, this is doubled at
the least.  I also have pedo-sexual
desires, and in the absence of any
sexual outlets with my sweetheart,
my pedo-sexual desires are magnified
as well.  So I have come to the point
of having my father-in-law meet the
children, when they arrive home from
school, and to then take them to his
house, and I have locked myself in this
room.  It may sound drastic, but I feel
I have no choice; since my sweetheart
has been gone, I have noone here to
give me stability, help me combat my
dreams, and keep me sane. In just
10 short days, I have become an 
alcoholic, I fear, and when I am
under the influence, I simply cannot
trust myself.  That is why I have 
locked myself in my bedroom.
I want to die.  I am not being
a pussy, I promise, nor am I
wasting time feeling sorry for
myself.  It is just that I am
tired of my life, tired of my
inability to sleep, tired of my 
fear of sleep, and the dreams that
await me.  I feel I have a terminal
illness called insanity, and I long
for release from it.  All I wish to
do is experience peace, yet all my
friends, even the Goddess Herself,
says that if I initiate my passing
from this world, that I will never
experience the peace I seek.
Can anyone please help me on this?
I don't want to make a mistake,
but I am desperate for a consensus.
My best friend tells me I would
be making a huge mistake, and I
love and trust his wisdom, but
I guess I'm looking for a second
opinion, you know?  Help?
I am so very tired of it all,
tired of the dreams, tired of
the persecution, tired of the
guilt, tired of the stress,
and most of all, tired of the
loneliness.  I just want some
peace, is that so bad?

'sLeepOVER'
------------------------------------------------



'Flickorna' writes:
------------------------------------------------

Hi everyone.

First of all, in spite of the fact that I 
haven't been posting much at all, I have 
been reading all of your posts and I appreciate 
your words.... all of you.

I'm having one of those nights where I can't sleep 
and I can't stop thinking about how depressing 
the world is. I've been meaning to post ASGL for 
a while now but just haven't felt much like 
writing... I still don't feel like writing but I 
am feeling pretty bored and so I might as well 
do something productive.

One of the thing that has been keeping me awake is 
just my mind struggling to figure out a way to create 
intimacy with another human being. Intimacy is 
VERY important to me as you can imagine at this stage 
in my life. I want it so bad it drives me nuts.

--

I went to visit a young friend of mine yesterday at 
the flea-market [bric-a-brac sale] where she goes 
to help her grandmother. 'Amy' is ten years old and very 
charming. I wish that more could come out of our 
friendship. I wish that we could grow close enough to 
each other so that we could cuddle, and kiss, and 
share our deepest thoughts. However, I think that she 
just wants to be friends and I think that to talk
about certain things with her could scare her away. 
So I will continue to cherish her most precious gift 
of all-- her friendship. I hope that she continues to 
welcome me when I show up to visit her.

--

About these nude images of children on computers: 
Are they legal in the USA?

I had my computer serviced recenlty and beforehand 
I meticulously removed any trace of anything that might 
have given me away as a girl lover -- all but the 
most obvious that is. I left a nude prepubescent girl 
as my Windows 95 wallpaper. When the tech guy booted 
up my computer, there she was, plain as day.

"I like that little thing there," he said pointing to 
the nude girl, "I just wish she were a little older." 
Then he looked at me for a reaction.

I was speechless.

"Whatever turns you on..." he said. A few moments 
later he told me, "You know you could get arrested 
if the wrong person saw this."

Not knowing what to say I replied, "I don't know 
about that."

And he told me about how paranoid people are these 
days and asked me if I'd been to the airport lately.

Anyway... I was lucky that he was cool about it.

   [ I often think that if someone _really_ can't
     fix their computer, it may actually be safer
     just to _buy a new base unit_, now that these
     are down to around $500 or even less.  It's
     costly, but... ]

--

To 'Christian':

I'm sorry to hear about the hell your family has been 
putting you through.

A few years ago my mom came to visit me while I was 
away at college and the day prior to her arrival I
had decorated my room with magazine cut-outs of 
pretty little girls. I guess I wanted to show everyone 
that I am proud of my orientation. My mom took one 
look at my walls and told me that I was crazy... 
That people were going to think that I am a 
pedophile. She made me take most of the pictures down.

Ever since then my mom has tried over and over again 
to get me to talk to counselors and people like that. 
The first two counselors I talked to just didn't 
understand at all and only made me feel worse. Then 
my mom told my family doctor without my knowlege. And 
when I asked him for a physical so that I could get 
a job at a school he refused informing me of what 
my mother had told him. My mom was trying to force me 
to see a particular psycologist and so the doctor 
passed the information on to the psychologist. I only 
saw that psycologist twice and I never went back 
again because I didn't feel comfortable with it. And 
I switched physicians. There was also a counselor 
my mom wanted me to talk to via e-mail but I realized 
it was no use talking to him after one reply.

My mom has pretty much given up on having me see a 
counselor now. She has also learned to keep her mouth 
shut. Now when my mom goes somewhere she sometimes 
keeps her eyes open for pretty little girls I would like, 
and tells me about them afterward. My mom has come a 
long way toward accepting me for who I am.

--

I got to see six-year-old 'Anna' a couple of weeks ago. 
I was invited to a party for one of Anna's mom's 
friends. I knew that Anna would possibly be there so 
I decided to go so that I could have a chance to see 
her. It had been over 4 months since the last time.

I brought some children's books to the party so that 
I could read to Anna. Anna was there riding her bike 
around. I'd never seen her ride a bike before. She 
looked so beautiful. It was good to see her. She didn't 
talk to me very much and I know it is because she is 
not allowed to be around me -- and that was dissapointing. 
But she did talk to me a little while she was playing 
Hide And Seek with some other kids and when she 
needed help she would ask me where the kids were hiding. 
I tried to get her interested in the books I had and 
I could tell she was tempted but it didn't happen. I 
didn't get to read her any books. :( But it was very 
nice to see her again at least.

I also got to spend a little bit of time with six-
year-old 'Valery' at the beach a few weeks ago. I 
don't remember if I mentioned anything to all of 
you about that. Valery is friends with my mom now 
and my mom and I aproached Valery and her friend 
'Ahleah' and talked to them a little bit. They were 
sitting on a fallen tree at first and then they took 
turns jumping off the tree and into my arms. That 
was fun for me. I enjoyed that. Valery was also 
pretending that she was a witch and was casting 
spells on us. We didn't stay very long but as you 
can imagine it was good to spend even a little bit 
of time with her.

My mom went to a wedding just last night and she 
said she spent time with Anna and Valery. They 
told her that I have a crush on them which makes 
them feel uncomfortable and that the crush I have 
on them is the reason why their moms say they are 
not allowed to be around me. My mom told them that 
I got my hair cut and they both said they like my hair. 
They told my mom that I gave them kisses and my mom 
told me that it was upsetting for her to hear that. 
I told her that I mostly only kissed them on the cheek
-- and once I kissed Valery on her arm pit. I never 
kissed either of them on the lips. Over all, my mom 
got the feeling that they both still like me. It is 
good to hear that -- even though I can't 
really spend time with them anymore.

'Flickorna'
-------------------------------------------------------



'Daerthe' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------

Hello!

My name is 'Daerthe', and I've been lurking on ASGL 
for a couple months now. I've been meaning to post 
for awhile, but I'm pretty lazy, to be completely honest. 
I'm a bit 'new' to girl-loving, being only 18 (I had my 
'great revelation' about 2 years ago), but I love 
little girls more then I could ever relay in words; 
as I'm sure you all do as well...

A couple of my very trusted friends know, but they are 
very open-minded and supportive (Though, alas, they
do not have little sisters...), and I'm very glad I 
told them; of course, they do make jokes every now and 
then, but it's all in good fun. One of my friends'
mom babysits from infancy to about 5, however, so I'm 
over there all the time playing with my two beautiful 
little friends, ages 3 and 4. I love them so much! I 
will tell some stories about them in later posts,
if no one objects... I love to talk about them.

Anyway, I would just like to say that I'm very glad 
ASGL exists, and that all of you people are subscribed 
to it. I feel like I know all of you already from 
reading your posts. Thanks Ianthe, and thanks to
everyone else!

'Daerthe'
-------------------------------------------------------------



'Giggle Maker' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------

Anyone else here a fan of the US TV show "KidSongs"?  It's 
on PBS on weekday mornings.  It features lovely videos of 
cheerful kids performing all sorts of music.  Some may not
like the unrelenting cheerfulness, but I find it charming.  
And it's full of beautiful children from beginning to end.

--

To 'sLeepOVER' and 'Freddy': Your comments about the nature of
adult/child relationships are on the money.  Personally, I 
treasure my lg loves BECAUSE they are brief and intense.  
I treasure the close connection, even as I know that 
heartbreak will come as she grows up.  And I survive the 
heartbreak because I know there will be another little girl.  

--

'Pandora' asked how married girl-lovers' sex lives:

I can only tell you of my marriage -- I don't know that our
experience will relate to your relationship.  You don't mention
whether he is exclusively attracted to little girls, or whether he
can also be sexually attracted to women.  For myself, I can also be
attracted to adult women. So my wife and I have had a pretty good
sexual life for the last 20 years.  When I am passive and she is
giving me pleasure, I usually fantasize about girls I've known.
When I am actively giving her pleasure (oral or manual), I don't
need fantasy -- I love giving her pleasure, and I love to see her
response.  When we have intercourse, I find that I won't ejaculate
unless I fantasize about a girl.  I may or may not fantasize --
intercourse can certainly be pleasurable without ejaculation.

I hope this helps.  This works for us.  Don't know how it may 
or may not apply to you and your guy.

--

'Beamish' wrote: 
>Oh, the pictures to which I just referenced, were
>strictly nude posing pics, nothing sexual. But, still, it's
>considered illegal to have those on your computer, so I have removed
>them.

>I live in the United States, and as I understand the law here, it
>IS illegal to have any sort of nude child posing pics, movies,
>etc... on one's computer.

It's my understanding that mere nudity is not illegal.  The
standards are exactly the same in print as on the computer.  
What's illegal is:

1) Photos of children involved in actual sex acts.
2) 'Lascivious display of genitals'

Of course, it's still prudent not to let others see your nudism
photos.  Many people erroneously think that child nudity is illegal,
and a prosecuter can cause you a lot of grief, even without getting
a conviction.

Hell, there's a diaper ad on broadcast TV that shows a beautifully
photographed close up of a baby's bare bottom. (Love that ad!)

--

'Desire' wrote:
>And again I've had to face a big problem. I have a number of girl
>pictures (no porn) which I found on the Internet and printed out.
>Unfortunately I sometimes left them lying next to the printer, and one
>of my co-workers wasn't happy with that, and told me not to do so any
>more. 

For myself, I stay miles away from child stuff on my work computer
-- it's just too dangerous.  Don't you have a computer at home?

>Last week, the thing we all fear has happened to me...

I'm very sorry about the incident at pool. I know exactly how that
feels.  I thought that sort of ridiculous anti-sex attitude was
restricted to the English-speaking world.  Are we now contaminating
the rest of Europe?  How sad.

--

Our esteemed list-moderator wrote:

>       [ Would not it be better to scrap 'ages' altogether 
>         and go with case-by-case evaluation of 
>         emotional/physical maturity ? ]

Evaluation by whom?  If my child was involved in sex with an
older person, I'd ask the CHILD how they felt about it.

      [ Well, yes, that would be the ideal.  But even some 
        moves towards this would be a major leap away 
        from the current catch-all rules. ]

'Giggle Maker'
-----------------------------------------------------------------



'Andrej' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------
 
Just to tell you all some happy news in the area of books. I 
really thought that I will never be able to find it but after 
two years of searching, finally I have been able to find and 
own this very, very special book for me, which is "Children 
and Sex: New Findings, New Perspectives", edited by Larry 
Constantine and Floyd Martinson. The book is from 1981 and 
is so interesting and smart that I am speachless.

I have found this book for $140.00 at 

 http://www.alpinenterprises.com/search.html

...so if you are looking for something hard-to-find, try 
this site. They are really good.

   [ 85 UK pounds, even with delivery, is a little
     expensive, even if it is a huge fat book.
     Still, congratulations on getting it.  Feel
     free to send us any OCR texts of any sections
     you like ;) ]

'Andrej'
-----------------------------------------------------------------



'Fonslf'
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Hi Again Folks,

Catching up here:

Someone mentioned putting up a webpage on their friend's 
site dedicated to Eva Ionesco.  I have to ask, who is she, 
and where is this site now?  I went to the URL and it 
no longer exists.

Going back a way: does anyone recall when Hugh Hefner 
hosted Staurday Night Live back in the 1970s?  He sang 
"Thank Heaven For Little Girls" which you *know* was 
intended for prurient laughs. :) That and the time 
Jodie Foster hosted are my two favorite "Classic" SNL 
episodes.

--

Finally, Draven asked if anyone else has regular bouts 
of depression. Yes, I do, and in fact I just started 
getting treated for it.  I'm on Zoloft, which worked 
fine for 3 weeks - ironically, the 3 weeks it's *not* 
supposed to have an effect, when you're building it up 
in your system - but now, I dunno.  I got suicidal earlier 
this month when I had a failed love affair (with a 
woman, not a little girl) and the Zoloft seemed to just 
intensify everything.  had I not been on it, I might 
have just moped around a bit.  The near-suicide was one 
reason I wanted to start reading these lists again - to 
"clean up" my life before ending it.  I'm better now (and 
my gal is still friends with me) but I'm gonna catch up 
anyway. :)

More later,

'Fonslf'
-----------------------------------------------------------------



'Desire' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

On the wedding:

When Linda came in and saw me, we greeted happily, but the rest 
of the evening all I got from here was one funny face, apart 
from that she had no interest to me. It's a pity, but not 
something to really make a fuss about.

Apart from that the party didn't go very well either, by the 
way. The main culprit were the people from whom the place 
had been hired - there were only 3 people to take care of 
the guests, who surpassed 150 in number. After 1 1/2 hours 
I still had only had my welcome coffee. And through various 
problems my youngest brother did not arrive at the place 
at all.

--

'Tr'Pakh' wrote:
> I always make it a point to treat a child like I would treat anyone
> else, to talk *to* them, rather than *at* them, and never talking
> *down* to them.  I find that this endears me to them, since most
> adults they deal with will treat them, as the American colloquialism
> says, "like a little kid".

And there is the answer to those who wonder why children are 
attracted to pedophiles. We don't give them sweeties, we 
don't force them, we don't give them toys. Attention and 
respect, that's all it takes. But still, that's too much 
for most adults.

--

'SleepOver' writes:
> Sad, isn't it, that this world claims to love children, put
> them first and foremost, yet has so little time for them?  

'Misty Vain' reacts:
> The word is: (hmm. can't find it in the dictionary) 
> double morality?

Hypocrisy?

--

I wrote:
> Now we're talking about this list anyway - some time ago there was
> some talk from people who found ASGL-L to be too much to read. How
> much interest would there be in a 'light' version of ASGL, with
> a certain maximum amount of text (say, 500 lines per week)? 

Ianthe reacted:
>    [ Light to read perhaps, but heavy for me to edit. ]

That's why I was offering to take over that job...

>    [ You might want instead to think about filletting the
>      two years or more of archives for "the best of" to
>      make into a web-site ? ]

...But that's even better. Expect something by the time I find the
time.

> Still, unless we put the AOC at birth, I would not like to forbid
> this below the AOC. In a less extreme case, it seems to me that it
> is reasonable to have a lower AOC for petting and caressing, and
> perhaps also masturbating than for anal or vaginal intercourse.
>
>    [ Would not it be better to scrap 'ages' altogether and go
>      with a case-by-case evaluation of emotional/physical
>      maturity ? ]

Better in theory, certainly. But how would you plan to make it work
in practice? And what about the judicial certainty under such a
system? Such a rule is necessarily subjective, and how do you avoid
that different judges are de facto giving different psychological
ages of consent (instead of a single biological one)?

But, age of consent is a secondary point, in my opinion. The first
thing we should work on is public awareness. Awareness that
child-adult sex is not always abuse, but can be very a very positive
thing as well. Once people realize that, they will also realize that
the current laws and practices on this point are ridiculous.

--

From the newsclippings:

> AUSTRALIA -- Convicted child sex offenders will be 
> jailed if they are seen near schools and playgrounds, 
> under tough new laws proposed by the State Government.
<snip>
> The new laws will carry a maximum penalty of 25 years' 
> jail.

Small correction: The 25 years' penalty is for committing three or
more sexual offences on the same child, not for (as it seems here)
breaking that ridiculous law that forbids the man who 40 years ago
had incest with his daughter to go to a sport park, or the man who
was found to touch a boy's or girl's intimate areas to pick up his
children from school. That carries a maximum penalty of one year.
Which is still one year too much, of course.

--

'Christian' wrote:
> Let me tell you, NEVER let anyone find out about you if you're a
> pedophile, ESPECIALLY your parents.  My parents have made my life
> quite miserable.  

I have to disagree. I told my parents half a year ago, and haven't
regretted it. It all depends on what kind of parents one has. I knew
they would love me all the same. My mother tells me "I try to
understand it, although I can't." (although I have a feeling that she
understands much more of it than she realizes). They have advised me
to go to a psychiatrist, yes, but not with the idea that it would
change me. Just so I have someone to talk to. I told her that I had
this group instead, and she reacted that she wouldn't push me as long
as I felt good with it.

Of course one has to watch out who one tells. But it's often good to
be able to tell somebody. And in my case my parents were the first
and most obvious choice. I knew they would not condemn me. And they 
didn't.

--

> God, I hate living in the US.
>     [ Think youself lucky. ]

Why? The only good thing about the American reaction towards
pedophilia that I can find is that it doesn't seem to be getting
worse any more. But it's already at a low that one can hardly say
they're lucky.

'Desire'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



'Beamish' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------

Hello everyone! I had the most wonderful day surrounded by my
little brother, sister and a ton of other kids at a festival I went
to. My sister even sat on my lap, which is something our dad
doesn't like her to do, but he never said anything to me regarding
it. It was a beautiful Fall day, and there were plenty of little
girls in varied attire. Dresses, shorts, bikinis, spandex... Little
girls as far as the eye could see. Some of my little sister's
girlfriends were there and one got quite friendly with me, talking
and tossing her little toy airplane back and forth. All in all, in
spite of my parents (who know that I am a pedophile), being there,
it was a grand day and I got a lot out of it, including one hell of
a nasty sunburn! But I wouldn't have missed it for the world!

On the way to the festival, my mother who had picked me up told me
that my little sister is quite the sexual extrovert, as she always
has her hands in her pants playing with herself. Mom and I disagree
on the subject of masturbation. She tells my sister not to do it, I
say why not let her do it, but tell her to do it in the privacy of
her own room. My mother is also a bit of a hypocrite as she lets my
little brother play with himself and doesn't say a word. Of course,
being a year older than our sister, he knows to play with himself
in private. But, what the hell can I do about the whole thing. If
my brother and sister ever ask me about sexual matters, of course I
will be up front and honest with them. But otherwise, I have no say
in the way they're raised. Oh and if my sister ever makes another
sexual advance towards me, I have a feeling I will be more at ease
in reciprocating it, as long as she's fully aware and consents to
what may happen. You may recall that I had related an instance a
few months ago where my sister playfully sat on my face the last,
and only, time I babysat her, which I neither encouraged nor
discouraged. I chalked it up to child's play. Now I am certain it
was more than that!

--

'Christian' wrote:
>My mother, being the observant and smart woman that she is,
>noticed the way I look at little girls, and is afraid that
>I might be a threat to them.  My parents, although (I
>think) they hate pedophiles, love me very much and have a
>great deal of difficulty coming to terms with the fact
>that I'm a pedophile.  Let me tell you, NEVER let anyone
>find out about you if you're a pedophile, ESPECIALLY your
>parents.  My parents have made my life quite miserable.
>They've sent me to see some psychiatrists at [a local
>institute].  Let me tell you, psychiatrists are all a
>bunch of quacks.  They hate pedophiles just as much as
>anyone, and are more concerned with making themselves look
>good than with actually helping anyone.

I agree with you fully my friend! Both of my parents know of my
pedophilia, and it's my step-dad who gives me the most hell about
it. He's even gone so far as to tell certain members of my mothers
side of the family. Now, I am not welcome at any of my mom's side
of the family, get-togethers because they all think I'll go after
the little kids in my family. Asshole! My mother, is not that
concerned about it at all, because she knows me better, and knows
that I would never hurt a kid sexually. I've also done the
psychotherapy mumbo jumbo and it didn't work. A leopard can't
change his spots. I am a pedophile, I have to live with it, and I
am quite well adjusted. I suspect you are too, 'Christian',
although your family may think otherwise. BTW... Yeah I look at and
think of little girls all the time. The difference is, it's all up
here in my head, very little of what I think ever manifests itself
physically. (Except in the form of erections, of course!) My
fantasies about little girls is what keeps me from doing anything
to them in the real world. Not that I would ever harm a girl, I
would rather die a horrible, slow death than molest a child! Not
that all adult/child sexual activity is harmful, but does the rest
of the world agree? No.

--

'Sunstorm' wrote:
>There was another post a few days ago where somebody
>recommended the anti-depressants to rid onesself of obsessive
>thoughts about girls. I have tried the SRI's (Zoloft, Prozac-
>type drugs), not for that purpose, but just for plain old
>depression. The first time I tried them there was an astounding
>result. I'd never experienced anything like that. It was damn
>near euphoric. I took them for 3 weeks and the effect lasted
>almost 3 months. Then some bad personal things happened and
>it knocked the wind from my sails. I've tried them a couple
>of times since, but little or no effect was noted.

I *have* taken those kind of drugs, most notably Prozac, for my
thoughts about little girls. Let me tell you, while it worked
wonders for my depression, it didn't do a damn thing in regards to
my thoughts and fantasies about little girls. I even had a
psychiatrist tell me I had an Obsessive-Compulsive Disorder simply
because I fantasized about little girls. What's worse is I bought
into his crap! Yeah, I admit to having very intense sexual
fantasies about little girls, even little boys, but what's so
damned wrong with that? Nothing! I'd rather have these fantasies
and be happy, than act on them and go to prison for the rest of my
life. Not that any of my sexual fantasies have been violent or
hurtful to the children whom I am fantasizing about. But in this
day and age it's better to manifest one's sexual desire for
children in fantasy than in reality, unless you are one of the rare
lucky individuals who can have a healthy consensual relationship
with a child which includes sex, and not have anyone else meddle in
your lives.

--

'Soft_&_Gentle' wrote:
>Now the bad news -- loosing my angel
>
>One day I was babysitting at their house I
>pulled her close to hug and caress her. She
>push me back and said she did not want me
>to touch her anymore. When I asked her why
>she said... "because you're a child
>molester". The teaching of society had
>finally reached her.
>
>I tried talking to her but she said that she
>did like it but it was wrong and if I touch
>her again she will have to tell.

My friend, news like this makes me so sad. I am so sorry, not only
for you but for your lost love. Damned well meaning society is not
doing good, they are doing BAD! Physical closeness is something to
be enjoyed, even cherished, not frowned upon just because the two
that are close are adult and child. It's no wonder that kids grow
up with such skewed views of sexuality and love. They are being
taught that it is wrong. Keep up the faith my friend, there is a
little girl out there for you. I know it. There is one for all of
us, we just have to play the waiting game, as well as be on the
lookout so she doesn't slip away! Yeah, waiting sucks, I know all
too well. *hug*

'Beamish'
-----------------------------------------------------------------



'Tr'Pakh' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Hi all!

--

'Freddy' wrote:
>Yesterday I was with a group of fellow artists, painting in a large
>public space. Yet another topless little girl! I'm just writing this to
>make those of you who never see this sort of public display jealous!

It's working!

--

'Sanctuary' wrote:
>To Tr'Pakh:
>If you have said this before please forgive me but I was
>wondering if you would remind me of how you and Rachel 
>met. How did you develop your relationship? How did you 
>overcome the inherent suspicions of her parents if there
>were any? 

I have posted the details of how my relationship with Rachel 
became intimate, but don't ask me exactly when ...

I met Rachel when her father started dating a woman who lives
several houses down the street from me, with whom my family
had been friends for some time at that point.

At first Rachel was rather a bit aloof, having left all her 
friends in her previous town of residence, and having watched
her father go through a divorce.

Our relationship started when she was about 7.  We'd cuddle
and converse, sometimes I'd read to her, but it never really
"went anywhere" until just after her ninth birthday, when she
approached me and more or less demanded intercourse.  That led
to a series of discussions, in which she decided that we must
keep our relationship quiet, so that it could continue.  We 
have been intimate ever since.  She just celebrated her 11th 
birthday not too long ago.

As for her parents, the neighbors, the other kids around the
area, and various and sundry law enforcement agencies ...
they haven't a clue.  Rachel has a completely concealed route
to my house, and neither of us have told anyone about what
is going on between us (except here, and yes, I do have
Rachel's permission to talk about our relationship here.  
We often read the posts together, when the timing allows.)

Our relationship remains secret at *HER* request.  I am fully
willing to take the consequences our society levies upon my
actions, should her willingness change... however, we both
find that unlikely, though we agree that eventually we will
lose interest in each other sexually (I for her from her physical
maturing, and she for me in favor of partners her own age), but
we both want to remain friends forever.

I'll try to locate the posting where I gave the details of how
this all began.  I know it's in the archives somewhere.

Ianthe, I can't seem to find that posting anywhere.  I must
have fubared when saving it in my archives here.  Where are
the "Official" ASGL archives at, again?

     [ I havn't checked these for a while...

       ftp://ygw.bohemianweb.com/pub/hidden/asgl/
       http://home.earthlink.net/~dgfrick/ucla.html
       http://home.hkstar.com/~neutre/archive.html  ]

--

That's all for now!

Be well, all!

'Tr'Pakh'
---------------------------------------------------------------




'Jack' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------

'Sunstorm' wrote:
>Someone wrote: (Sorry I can't remember who)
>
>> Don't take it that she is scared of you, but that she is most likely
>>confused about her own feelings.  As girl lovers, we sometimes forget that
>>they don't have the same thoughts that we do.  Some of us tend to think
>>they are on the same maturity level as us, but they aren't.
>
>This is one of my problems. You tend to judge their actions 
>on how YOU would react, rather than on how an lg would react 
>to things. The problem is I'm not 9 yrs. old anymore and I 
>don't know how I'd react. Also never having been a girl, 
>how can one know what a girl thinks ,or how they are
>supposed to react at that age?

No, I do not judge their actions at all.  I merely made 
a statement based on the fact that most research tells 
us that girls that age are more often than not, confused 
about how they feel... They are just beginning to 
develop these feelings and they struggle to understand 
why they feel this way, because most adults in todays 
society teach them that these types of feelings are 
wrong to have.  How many adults do you know that sit 
their children down at the age of 10, 11, 12 etc., 
and tell them, "Honey, I know you are started to 
think boys are cute, and not "yucky" anymore, and 
I just want you to know that what you are feeling 
is absolutely normal, and it is okay to feel this 
way"?  Instead, most, not all mind you, but most, 
parents tend to keep telling their children the 
evils of sex.  This is not confusing?  How many 
parents, when finding "Johnny" or "Susie" carresing 
themselves at the age of 3, 4, 5 or so, actually 
encourage this?  Instead they tend to tell them 
how disgusting that is.  This doesn't create 
confusion?  I based my statement on the fact 
that girls admit to researchers that they are 
confused, nothing more.

'Jack'
-------------------------------------------------------------



'Sunstorm' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------

The following two short items regarding my current little 
girl friend are to be regarded as pure fiction, except 
for the psychological aspects, which are very real indeed. 
I already feel the vibrations of one of these trains
on the track and I can hear the distant warning whistle, 
but I don't know whether the approaching train has 
"Light" or "Darkness" written on its face.



                                Light

Christmas Eve, 2005. We sit in the darkened parlor, illuminated only by
some candles and the glow of lights from a Christmas tree.  The colored
lights cast eeire shadows about the room. Across from me is my little one,
a teen-ager now, yet still wielding the same, inexplicable power over me.
She has metamorphosed from a feisty, strong- willed little girl into a
dark, mysterious butterfly.

She sits with her legs drawn up under her, exposing  her silky, white
thighs. She wears no bra, and the swollen nipples of her small breasts are
plainly visible under her shirt. Her face is chiseled into an angular
visage, accentuated by long black hair, sensous lips  and cobalt-blue,
burning eyes that cannot mask the intense sexual hunger and  wildness that
smolders in them.

I am older, some gray appearing now, but to her it has not mattered. She
looks furtively over to me and our eyes lock. In this moment all that has
happened between us flashes across the room like black lightning that only
we two can see: I see her at nine, stripping naked for me to adore, her
little chest barely swollen with her girlhood; I see myself standing nude
before her, my excitement clear, unable to hide my love for her, worshiping
her, willing to die for her. I see her at thirteen, opening her soft,
cotton shirt on a warm summer evening, to let me lick her sweet, ice
cream-cone breasts.

Across the table her eyes become cloudy and swirling. In their stark, blue
depths I see a vision of her at sixteen, coupling with me for the first
time on a soft pine needle bed in the night woods.  She lowers herself onto
my lap, facing me, the pulsing, wet lips between her legs devouring me as I
whisper her name over and over again, my tongue and lips licking and
caressing her mouth, her face, her eyes.

My heart is pounding now as our stare continues. I make a little sign with
my hand, one that means "I'll love you always", a secret sign we've shared
since she was eight years old.  Her fingers sign back in the empty air.
Without a word we rise as one and step out onto the deck under the ice-drop
stars and into the liquid cold that seems to pour over us like water.  She
smiles at me and blows her frosty breath in my face.

"Do it again, slow", I beg.  She slowly blows sweet frost into my face,
then, without warning, gently puts her mouth to my mine and exhales into
me. I suck her breath into my lungs and feel her young, wild spirit enter
me. I am drunk with her love.

"This is forever, you know that don't you?", I murmer.

"Yes," she whispers back. "Forever."
........................................................................


                             Darkness

He could hardly wait for the evening to end. It was supposed to be a party,
it was supposed to be fun. Conversation droned on about him, but he was
unengaged. Lo sat across from him, next to her latest beau. It had been one
boy friend after the other since she was 15 or so. They came, they went.
The older she got, the harder it was for him to watch, because he knew what
she was doing with them.

It had been years since he and Lo had been close. He always thought her
mother had ruined it.  She knew  how her daughter had seemed oddly close to
him her whole childhood long.  Her mistrust grew into a poison which slowly
infected Lo, who had  withdrawn almost impreceptibly in the beginning,
first not wanting to touch or kiss, then not caring if she played anymore.
Then came the boy friends. It wasn't so bad when you didn't have to
actually see them; but this, this was too much.

He watched with growing disgust and anger how she tossed her head and threw
her hair about, laughing into her young man's  ear, whispering secrets that
they had once shared.  Her boy friend laughed and kissed her on the neck.

He had always known he'd never love a little girl the way he really wanted
to, but he'd hoped that one of them would love him long enough to grow up
and return his devotion, long enough to fulfill his dreams. He'd had his
best shot with Lo, but suddenly the realisation came like a blast of hot
air filled with the stench of rot and death, that all hope had died this
night.

Panic rose in his throat, choking him. He felt as if a weight had been
attached to his feet and he'd been thrown into a dark, bottomless river. No
one was there to stop him from sinking into this black abyss.

He rose and stumbled out, mumbling good-byes, scarcely getting even nod of
recognition from her.

He was hardly aware of the drive home, having immersed himself in memories
of her as a child; her crazy laugh, her wild little adventures, her
constant demands on him to play with her. He had reveled in the little
rewards she'd thrown his way,  like her unexpected kisses, or her letting
him rub her chest, or any of the other little intimacies she had allowed
him over the years.

The house was cold and empty. He went to his room and after taking off his
coat, he opened the dresser drawer. There was a hand-sized, oddly shaped
leather case in there. He opened it and took out the cool, black metal
object inside. A feeling of peace stole over him. It didn't have to hurt
anymore. He snapped the slide back and heard the solid, reassuring click.

His mouth tasted like ashes.

"I love you,"  he whispered into the darkness.
...................................................................

'Sunstorm'
-------------------------------------------------------------------



ends

